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ERI C WAEHLI NG Thank you all for com ng in today.
A beautiful, sunny, sunny day. | very much appreciate you
joining us. At least it's air conditioned.

As is traditional, let's go around the table and
i ntroduce ourselves. Again, if you are not a RAB nenber and
you don't feel like identifying yourself, you don't have to,
but you're welconme to

There's a couple new faces around the table, as
well. After we've gone around and introduced sone folks,
we' |l make introductions to the new faces around the table.

M ke, if you would start.

M KE NELSON: M ke Nel son, Corps of Engineers,
Seattle.

JERCEN KOK: Jeroen Kok, Vancouver C ark Parks and
Recreation Departnent, Clark County representative

BUD VAN CLEVE: Bud Van Cl eve, Northeast Hazel Del
Nei ghbor hood Associ ati on and RAB

I AN RAY: lan Ray, Lacamas Mat ney Nei ghborhood
Associ ati on and RAB

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: RAB and Canp Bonneville
nei ghbor .

VALERI E LANE: Valerie Lane, RAB

KAREN KI NGSTON: Karen Ki ngston, RAB

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Barry Rogowski, Departnent of

Ecol ogy.
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DON WASTLER: Don Wastler, citizen, resident,
regi stered voter, and |'ve been told that |I'ma nenber of the
Restorati on Advi sory Board, but | have yet to see
confirmation.

GREG JOHNSON: Greg Johnson, Departnment of Ecol ogy.

ERIC WAEHLING.  Al'l right. Thank you.

NORRELL LANTZER: |'m back here.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Sorry.

NORRELL LANTZER: Norrell Lantzer, (inaudible)
assi stance to EPA

ERI C WAEHLI NG Join us at the table.

NORRELL LANTZER: | always stand back here.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Thank you very mnuch

As | said, there are sonme new faces around the
table. A nunber of themare with the Departnment of Ecol ogy.
I nt roduce yoursel ves.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: |I'mBarry. | just wanted to
i ntroduce Ben. | don't know if -- have you ever been to a RAB
bef ore?

BEN FORSON:  No.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Ben is going to be taking over
proj ect managenent responsibilities for the Departnent of
Ecol ogy. Chris is not here because he's going to be working
on a Navy site tomorrow, today and tonorrow. So we're going

to do alittle bit of a shift there, try to match up sone
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skills and resources, issues.

Chris will still be technical support and historica
and background support on the project, he's been around so
| ong, but Ben will be making the decisions as project manager
and working with the other Ecology staff here to distribute
reports, reviews, work | oad and everything el se.

DAVWNE GARDI SKA: |'m Dawne CGardiska. | was on the
Canp Bonneville RAB when it first started years ago.
haven't been here for a couple years. But |'ll be working
with Ben and doing the public involvenment angle for Ecol ogy.

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  You know Greg Johnson, who is our
ordnance and UXO expert that we hired fromthe Navy, now
wor ki ng for Ecol ogy.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Thank you very mnuch.

In the past, we've asked that we give you a quick
synopsi s of sone of the neetings we've been having during the
day prior to these RAB neetings. |If you like, I'd be happy to
talk a little bit about that before we roll into the agenda.
I's there an interest?

| AN RAY: Yes.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Okay.

BUD VAN CLEVE: | think so.

ERI C WAEHLI NG W actually had a neeting yesterday.
As well, our technical team UXO team had a neeting today,

and they' Il be nmeeting again tomorrow. The primary focus of
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the I ast few days has been focusing on the UXQ ACC screening
that we've tal ked about in the past. 1In fact, Greg is on the
agenda for a little bit later to talk about the outputs and
how we're going to use the screening matrix, what it is, and
where we go from here.

| brought for everybody another copy of the map with
the vari ous AOCs so you can follow al ong and ask about
specific ones later on. | also have a |larger map we can | ook
at .

We' ve been focusing on the UXO issues for the past
few days. | believe Ecology shares this opinion with ne. |
think we're actually reaching a critical mass for the entire
project, and also for UXO. Things are finally beginning to
nove forward. We're getting a clearer path forward.

Part of my feeling that is also a result of a
nmeeting we had | ast week where we're trying to figure out ways
to streanm i ne and expedite cleanup for the other sites, nanely
Landfill 4 and the | ead and range issues for the small arns
ranges. W nmet with Ecol ogy, and just throwi ng sone ideas
t oget her about how we can nove things forward.

One of the elenments of that is the Arny proposed,
and Ecol ogy was actually thinking along the sane |ines, that
the Arny pursue funding for renmoval action to dig up and
renmove Landfill 4. And there's advantages to that in that you

make sure that you address any potential future source of
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contami nation, you're renoving the source. That doesn't
alleviate the issues regarding the groundwater, but it
simplifies the problem

Now, as | said, I'mgoing to pursue funding, so we
currently do not have funding. | wll be attending funding
nmeeti ngs next week where I'lIl be requesting that. And, with
luck, and |I feel hopeful about this, we'll receive the funding
and we' Il pursue that expeditiously, as quickly as we can.

FRANK FUNK: The actual renoval of No. 4?

ERIC WAEHLING. Dig it up and carry it away to an
appropriate landfill where it's designed to receive this type
of material, with nonitoring. There are landfills that are
designed to handle this stuff. Landfill 4 was never designed,
it was just a place they pushed stuff off the side of the
road.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Do you have a specul ation as far as
how deep you're going to go?

ERI C WAEHLI NG W have estimates. W don't know
exactly how deep it is. W're going to dig until we stop
seeing waste. That's our intent. So we go until we stop --
we are estimating for our cost -- when | go back and request
noney, | need to have sone idea of how nmuch | need.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: What we'll do is dig and sanple and
dig and sanple and dig and sanple till we get it.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  Okay.
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BARRY ROGOWBKI: As nuch as we can, if not all of
it. But we're |ooking at 12, 15 feet.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Ri ght

| AN RAY: WIIl you fund based upon the nunber of
cal cul ated cubic yards down to bedrock?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Hopefully not down to bedrock. But
yes, it's largely based on cubic yards. There's also sone
design el enment costs. You have to fill the hole in, grade the
hole. There's costs beyond just the cubic yards. But cubic
yards is the primary cost.

JERCEN KOK: It was ny recollection that Landfill 4
was going to be utilized to dispose of any UXO that was found
on the site. |If you renove the landfill, have you devel oped a
contingency for that?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: | would prefer that we not continue
to utilize Landfill 4. Ecology's perspective is we not
continue to use that for an OB/OD area. |If that's going to
i npede the cleanup of that site, | don't want it used, that's
not an excuse to get out there and clean it up as soon as
possible. | want it gone.

GREG JOHNSON: | can add a little bit to that, too.
The mpjority of the ordnance that we're going to encounter is
going to be of the catastrophic nature. So basically it's
going to be a blow in place where they find it, the mpjority

of it.
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ERI C WAEHLI NG So the answer is yes, we do have
contingency. It should not inpede the cleanup of UXO

JERCEN KOK: Thank you.

BUD VAN CLEVE: What about bringing stuff out from
the various | aw enforcenent agenci es?

ERI C WAEHLI NG They haven't been doing that since

' 95,

BUD VAN CLEVE: No nore of that then?

ERI C WAEHLI NG There has been no nore of that since
1995. There will be no nore in the future.

BUD VAN CLEVE: Okay.

KAREN KI NGSTON: So am | understanding that you're
not going to nove the OB/OD area; you're actually -- it wll

no | onger exist?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Ri ght

BARRY ROGOWSKI : The contingency will either be in
pl ace or tenporarily constructed, if we have several itens to
di spose of. Am | not correct there?

GREG JOHNSON:  Yes.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Do you have an idea of what kind of
tenmporary construction you' re tal king about? Sone sort of a
pad or sonething on that order? Sonething encl osed?

GREG JOHNSON: My recomendation -- | don't think
they've got to that point yet. You' ve got to |eave a decision

like that up to the SUXO for the contractor, senior UXO
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supervisor. He has to be able to nmake the decision of what is
dangerous and what isn't, and what can and cannot be done with
it froman explosive safety standpoint. So basically we want
to | eave that decision up to him

But there's also a few other options. |f you' ve got
some stuff you can nove and you've got sone stuff that has to
be blown in place, putting it next to it on the shot and
getting rid of it all at once is another option, too.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Let ne say, things that we do have
to nmove, that we can nove, will be nobved to a contained area
with lining on the bottom either concrete or several |ayers
of plastic and sand, plastic and sand, so it's contained.
Things that can be noved will be noved safely. Things that
can't be noved safely will be blown in place.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Actually, the design for these

contingencies will be part of the design docunentation before.
Before we start the activity, all this will be coordinated.
You'l | know about it, know what we're going to do. All of

it's coordinated with the EPA, explosive safety people within
the Arny. There's many, many eyes that | ook at this aspect so
that it's done safely. The last thing you want to do is hurt
anybody. Second, we want to nake sure we don't nmmke further
environnental issues for ourselves.

Then the other renoval action that we're trying to

pursue - that we are pursuing - | shouldn't say "trying to."
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The renoval action that 1'mgoing to request funding for is a
Phase | for the small arms ranges for where we have small arns
- pistols and rifles - that shoot |ead bullets. W have berns
that catch the bullets. W're proposing -- the Arny proposed,
and Ecol ogy agrees, that it nmkes sense to go out there and
remove the bullets, renove the soils that have captured the
bull ets, begin to address that issue.

Doesn't mean we're done. There's additional work.
But it's a big step towards dealing with that problem

KAREN KI NGSTON: W Il you be covering this at
anot her point when you get closer to do it? WII we be able
to have some input?

ERI C WAEHLI NG  These are conceptual plans so that |
can go forward and request funding, knowi ng that Ecol ogy and
EPA are on board with the Arny's overall plan. As we design
t he docunents to actually do the renoval actions, and again
these are not final actions, we refer to them as kind of
interimactions, Phase |Is, so that when | go forward and
request the funding, | can tell the funding people that, "If
you give me this noney, this is what we can get done."

In a nutshell, that's the activities of the BCT in
the [ ast few weeks.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Do you want to nention the
groundwater nmonitoring wells that we'd like to install?

ERI C WAEHLI NG. Sure. Another elenent of the
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di scussi ons we had regarding not only those two sites is the
site wi de groundwater issue we've talked about. We cane up
with sonme prelimnary sketches, if you will, about how we want
to do it so we can nmake an estimte of how nuch noney we need
for the nunber of wells to address the site wi de groundwater

The general idea - again, this is in very rough
terms - that we will |ocate the probabl e pathway that
groundwat er woul d be | eaving Canp Bonneville, and along the
fence line, very close to it, we'll install nmonitoring wells
to assure that nothing is leaving the installation. W'|
al so have one or two monitoring wells that are further in so
we can triangulate to verify the groundwater is noving in the
direction we expect it to be noving. And then as we proceed
with the UXO cl earance around the targets in the centra
i mpact area, we'll also be looking at the soils to see if
there's a potential source for groundwater contam nation in
the future.

So we're going to be | ooking at the boundary to
confirmnothing is | eaving, then we're going to be | ooking at
the target areas to nmke sure that we don't |eave a source
behi nd for future groundwater contam nation.

But, again, this was conceptual, so | can go back
and request noney.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: |s Clark County going to test

those wells periodically indefinitely?
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ERIC WAEHLI NG We're not there yet.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: The nost important thing is that
since you all expressed such a concern about groundwater
contam nation, off-site mgration, we'd like to have 10 wells,
five |l ocations, the npst probable area where the groundwater
will be flowing off the base towards your hones, where we
could test in advance both the shallow and the deep aquifers.

There's two aquifers: a shallow and deep. We want
totry to get both of themif possible at all the |ocations,
then test on a periodic basis to nake sure nothing's coning
toward your donestic drinking water wells.

In addition to that, we're putting one wel
up-gradi ent farther fromthere at a good | ocation, we think
We're still working with our staff to nmake sure we get the
right locations and stuff, still working with them But the
concept is to get it up-gradient. It would be kind of an
early indicator. It also allows to us triangulate to get flow
direction and try to get a better handle on flow

Those are the things we're | ooking at.

FRANK FUNK: Wbn't it be kind of defeating your
purpose - | don't know, but |'m asking the question - if you
went into an area and cleaned it up for groundwater, and then
you found expl osives there, you expl oded explosives in that
area, wouldn't you be recontam nating the groundwater

possi bl y?
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BARRY ROGOWSKI: No. We go right back in and clean
up all the residue immediately. Wuldn't let it ever get to
groundwater. Just go in, as soon as it was exploded, clean up
all the scrap and everything, run netal detectors, get
everything out of there, take confirmational sanples that it
was done. We wouldn't |et that happen.

JERCEN KOK: So, Eric, you're going to be pursuing
funding for all three of these actions --

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes.

JERCEN KOK: -- in the com ng weeks?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Next week.

JERCEN KOK: If you're successful with that, when
woul d these actions likely take place?

ERIC WAEHLING We're going to start the process
i medi ately. |It's weather-dependent, as far as whether we can
get to it this year or the following spring. W'IlIl start the
process i medi ately.

JERCEN KOK: So if you're successful with funding,
then dollars woul d be avail abl e al nost i medi atel y?

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Right. You know, the bureaucracies
have to work. It mght take a few weeks to actually get the
noney avail able in our checkbook or bank account.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: That will be a big step forward, to
get it out of there and cleaned up ASAP and not wait around.

This is straightforward. W don't need rocket science to get
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this figured out, just get going, if we can.

ERI C WAEHLI NG That's the Army's desire, as well

I AN RAY: For practical consideration, you could
take out 50,000 cubic yards, and there will be a big hole. Do
you have to fill it in with sonething?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes, or grading.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: We're tal king about trying to
return it to natural, kind-of-natural, habitat. Wen you
think about it, that was a big hole that got filled in to
begin with. So we're just going to nake it back the way it
was, then replant trees and natural vegetation. It will be a
natural slope back to before it was filled. [I1t's going right
back to the way it was.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  But we haven't designed it yet
This is part of the process.

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  You know, we can think through
t hat .

BRUCE OVERBAY: lan is saying 50,000 thousand cubic
yards or whatever. |Is this the possibility of what we've
tal ked about the tinme before, bringing in the burner to burn
the soils after the unexpl oded ordnances are taken out so you
can return that soil back?

ERIC WAEHLING. We will certainly explore the
econoni cs of that, whether it makes sense to treat it on-site

or whether it just nmakes nore sense to haul it away. We'|
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certainly look at those economics. By far the sinplest -
frequently sinple is better - is to haul it away.

BRUCE OVERBAY: Econonics-w se, though?

ERIC WAEHLING W will take a |ook at that. W can
run those nunbers easily.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: There's a lot of stuff, a |ot of
rebar, all Kkinds of stuff.

BRUCE OVERBAY: Hard to say what's in there

BARRY ROGOWEKI: Yeah. |-beans, rebar, stuff |ike
that have been all around there. | don't know.

ERI C WAEHLING  All right. That's what we've been
up to.

JERCEN KOK: Good news.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yeah, | think so. |'mvery excited
about it.

Okay, our agenda. We have sonme RAB issues, RAB
busi ness, not the least of which is an election of a conmunity
co-chair. There's past issues. W can address these in any
in order that you would like. |Is there a preference?

I AN RAY: | have a suggestion

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes

| AN RAY: Deal with the nenbership part first.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Frank

FRANK FUNK: Yeah, we had a notion not too |ong ago

that kind of went astray. I|'d really like to put a notion
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back on the floor. The nmotion is to clear the rosters, and
that those who reside outside the state be renoved, and al
those who did not respond to the letter to stay with the RAB
be renpved, and those who |ive outside the state be renoved
al so because | think the Departnent of Defense and the
environnental restoration programrequires that they be within
the state and that they are -- that it affects their |oca
community. That's ny notion.

ERIC WAEHLING. Is it seconded? Don?

DON WASTLER: | have sone Restoration Advi sory Board
business that 1'd |ike to address. M ght take ne a few
m nut es.

| AN RAY: There's a notion on the fl oor

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Don, we have a notion.

DON WASTLER: Actually, | was the first one with ny
hand up. Go ahead and continue your business.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Has the notion been seconded?

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: | second it.

DON WASTLER: Actually, | have input to that before
you second that.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Actually, it's open for discussion

DON WASTLER:  Well, | have sonething before this,
but 1'Il put this in here.

There are several people that have property, that

own property, within the vicinity of Canp Bonneville that are
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not -- that don't live -- they don't live in the state, but
they own property here. Even if it's undevel oped property,
they still own property there. Don't they have a right to
know what's goi ng on? They own property, pay taxes.

KAREN KINGSTON: |1'd like to say something to that.
One of the guidelines for the RAB, for the nenbership for the
RAB, which also leads into the fact that | think all the RAB
menbers, especially us new ones, everybody needs to get the
paperwork, the docunentation, the RAB --

ERI C WAEHLI NG The byl aws?

KAREN KINGSTON: It's a handbook

I AN RAY: DoD Gui dance

KAREN KI NGSTON: There you go, it's the DoD Gui dance
Handbook for Restoration Advisory Boards. |'ve got a |link off
of your stuff in it, so you can get it that way.

But one of the things is in the Departnment of
Def ense, on their website, and in all their documentation,
they list the conmunity RAB as being "the affected | oca
comunity," spelled out very clearly. And it's constantly
referred to as "the affected conmunity."

And then the Arnmy, | went on to | ook and see what
the Arny used as a stakehol der community definition. And they
al so use the term nology "the affected community." They al so
say that we have sone responsibilities, and there's a |ist of

responsibilities that we each one sign on to, you know, by our
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presence here. And one of them-- one of the responsibilities
is to attend regul ar neetings.

DON WASTLER: Right, | saw that in the byl aws.

KAREN KI NGSTON: But | think if sonebody owns
property here and they want to attend regul ar neetings or
maybe even send soneone in their place, |I think -- it would
seemto ne, you know, that would be a consideration, as well
But it says that RAB nmenbers are supposed to have -- to be the
affected conmunity. There's six different sections that
describe it just as that.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: | agree with both of you. | agree
with both of you.

DON WASTLER: | have one nore thing that lan raised
at the Novenber neeting. There's two |adies, Carrie Swenson
and Patty Reynol ds, that were nenbers of the board. He said
he doesn't have an address for them but they were in the
phone book. | couldn't find Carrie Swenson in any phone book
but that doesn't nean anything. |'mnot in the phone book
But Patty Reynolds was in the phone book. She lives just up
the street from ne.

She's interested. In fact, she wasn't aware that
the Restoration Advisory Board was even neeting anynore.
She's not on your nmailing list. She had no way of know ng
what was going on. So she would have been here tonight,

except for she said her daughter's getting married and she's
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i nvolved in a bunch of that stuff. But she is definitely
interested. |I'm wondering how many other nenbers that aren't
on the mailing Iist have been left out.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Vel |

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: They know where to go to
contact soneone.

DON WASTLER: The Col unbi an newspaper is worthl ess
for information.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: But the phone book isn't.

DON WASTLER: Correct. lan didn't call her. | was
readi ng through the Novenber minutes and saw his statenment in
there and took the initiative to | ook through the phone book
and | couldn't find Carrie Swenson, but I'mnot in the phone
book.

ERI C WAEHLI NG You actually bring up a good point
This is actually another opportunity for the open house, the
community outreach program to continue to rem nd the
community that there is this opportunity.

Also, | just wanted to say one nore thing. You said
t hat adjacent | andowners, don't they have a right to know
what's going on? They do. They absolutely do. Whether they
are RAB nenbers or not does not preclude them fromgetting
i nformati on about what's goi ng on.

DON WASTLER: | didn't realize -- | forgot you were

tal ki ng about RAB nenbers specifically. But | do know that
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there's people out there that own property that's undevel oped
that live out of state. One exanple |I'mthinking of, the man
has been deceased for years, but his famly is still paying
the taxes and taking care of the property.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes, they're entitled to any
information they want. [t's an issue of RAB nmenbership that
we' re di scussing here.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Even if they're not a RAB
menber, they could still get on the mailing Iist and receive
information. So just cleaning up the roster is just a single
i ssue; that's different than sonebody being invol ved.

DON WASTLER: | see what you're saying. M apology.

KAREN KI NGSTON: No, those are good points.

DON WASTLER: | wanted to bring that up, though.

BRUCE OVERBAY: |f you'll go back two years, Patty
Reynol ds dropped out. She was on this board better than two
years ago. She basically came about two -- to about two

neetings and then dropped out, period. She's known all about

it, Don.

DON WASTLER: | was review ng the Novenber m nutes
and lan brought that up. | looked it up, and she lives up the
road fromnme. | gave her a call. She was home. She's stil

interested in what's going on.
ERI C WAEHLI NG | an.

AN RAY: It's a little fuzzy now | ast November, but
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| was able to find each person on the RAB at that tine. As |
recall, Karen Swenson was in Oregon. | don't renmenber Patty
Reynol ds, but | was able to find her address because there are
still existing lists of RAB nenbers going way back to the
foundi ng of this board. They are avail able.

ERIC WAEHLING I n fact, | have copies of the
original list here for anybody that would like to see it.

So we have a notion, fairly specific notion.

FRANK FUNK: It's been seconded.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Is there nore di scussion about the
notion itself that people would |like to have?

BUD VAN CLEVE: Wbuld you repeat the wording on the
noti on, please?

FRANK FUNK: My notion was that we clear the roster
of people who received letters and did not respond, do not
live within the state, reside within the state, and that are
affected by the local -- not affected by the |Iocal community.

ERIC WAEHLING. So it would be, for ny own
clarification, non-respondents to the letter?

FRANK FUNK: Yes. And even if there was one that
responded to the letter but lived outside the state, they
woul d be renoved al so

ERI C WAEHLI NG Okay.

VALERIE LANE: 1'd like to add sonething because

know t hat Frank Funk and myself, and | don't believe anybody
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el se in here has been in this RAB as |ong as he and | have.

FRANK FUNK: Bruce Overbay has.

VALERI E LANE: Maybe Bruce might remenber this.
When we sat down and did the bylaws, it said right there, we
signed the papers, that you had to be a community menber to be
on this RAB. You could not live out of state. It didn't say
anyt hi ng about property, it said that you had to be a
community nenber to be involved.

So these people want to be involved, there's al
sorts of ways to find out, your nei ghborhood associ ati ons.
Get busy.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Agai n, they can continue to be on
the mailing list for information, as well

Shal | we vote?

FRANK FUNK: Call for the question.

| AN RAY: Do | get to say something?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes. Then we'll call for the
questi on.

| AN RAY: | don't know about this parlianentary
procedure.

I had a general question. What's happened to John
W nther? John Wnther is going to be renoved because he
didn't respond and he wasn't here?

FRANK FUNK: John Wnther was in the hospital. |

run into him He just got out of the hospital. | haven't
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talked to himrecently. He did have the hospital experience

of sone kind. | don't know.
| AN RAY: | see.
ERI C WAEHLI NG | hope he's okay.

FRANK FUNK: But he can al so make reapplication if
he wanted to.

JERCEN KOK: Eric, do we have a list of who
responded to the letter?

ERI C WAEHLI NG We have a single response.

JERCEN KOK: And that was fronf

ERI C WAEHLI NG Stell a.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: But a response was -- it was
either to respond or attend.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Respond or attend.

BARRY ROGOWSKI : Peopl e can al ways get back on the
RAB i f they want.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Absol utely.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Peopl e that have property that live
outside the state, we can keep themon the mailing list, so
they can keep getting information, can't we?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Absol utely.

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  Okay.

ERIC WAEHLING Call for the question. Don.

DON WASTLER: Response. Bob Frohs did show up at

the neeting. He was supposed to.
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ERI C WAEHLI NG He di d.

Al right. Call for the question. M understanding
is that ends debate. Al in favor? Nays? Let the record
show it's a unani nous vote to adopt the notion. Thank you
very rmuch.

O d business or other issues before we nmove on to
comunity co-chair.

DON WASTLER: |I'mnot really famliar with Robert's
Rul es of Order. If I've kind of been out-of-bounds on that
through the mnutes of the |ast neetings or the neetings |'ve
attended, accept my apology for that, please accept mny apol ogy
for that. M next exit fromthe library, I will have a copy
in my possession.

But one thing | amfanmliar with is the First
Amendrent. And | should be able to come into these neetings
and say sonething, and my opinion should have just as much
respect as anyone else's. And even though | may disagree with
M. Ray and M. Van Cleve, | still respect their opinions.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Don, fromthe Arny's co-chair
position, you have every right to cone and voi ce your opinion,
and it is respected.

DON WASTLER: It's respected fromEric, but 1've
seen opposition from M. Funk on several issues. | don't want
to have to go through the mnutes on that, but...

ERIC WAEHLING | will remnd --
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DON WASTLER: There's mnutes from May 9th, 2001
There are a couple of incidences in there where | was sinply
col l aborating with somet hing that John Wnther said
previously, the chairman of the board. He burst out yelling
at ne in anger that that's ny opinion, quote, as though
don't have an opinion or | don't have a right to an opinion

There was another situation directly after that
where | sinply asked a question that required a show of hands.
I wasn't making a nmotion. | wasn't even a nenber of the
board. He burst out in anger, yelling at ne, telling me I'm
not the chairman, | don't have the right to ask for a vote
from anyone.

| should have the right to cone in here and say
sonmet hing wi t hout having this.

ERIC WAEHLING If | could say something quickly.

Don, you're right. And you do, you absolutely have
aright to cone in and voice any opinion that you want. |
think what's critical to the functioning of any body,
including the RAB, is that we continue to try to operate in a
courteous and respectful manner

DON WASTLER: M. Van Cleve and the gentleman from
the FBI carried on for alnpbst two pages about the FBI's | ease
before M. Funk finally intervened and said it wasn't
Restorati on Advisory Board business, but then actually got

into the conversation with them
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But | was tal king about this book, Environnental
Assessnent for Disposal and Reuse of Canp Bonneville,

Washi ngton. | was discussing the contents within this book
that | received in the mail the day before the Novenber
nmeeting. M. Ken Brunner attended the Novenber neeting.
M. Ray was the one who got M. Brunner to distribute this
informati on and to attend the Novenber neeting.

At that nmeeting, | was having a conversation with
Eri c about what's on page two, the second paragraph fromthe
bottom which is information within this environmental
assessment. M. Funk interrupted and said that that was
i nformation for the neighborhood association, and it may well
be. M. Ray was the one that brought Ken Brunner to this
nmeeting. And as far as | know, there hasn't been any of this
i nformati on distributed throughout the Lacamas Mt ney
Nei ghbor hood Associ ati on, nor do |I know of Ken Brunner
attendi ng any neeting.

I went around doing a Paul Revere, nmaking copies of
this off my own budget, trying to i nform people about this. |
didn't address M. Ray about it at the tine because | didn't
want to challenge his authority.

After the heat at the |last neeting over what is
Restorati on Advisory Board busi ness and what isn't business,
we were di scussing business that was within this manual. And,

evidently, M. Blacklidge says that their funding is out, and
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Eric has to take funding fromhis -- noney fromhis funding
for the response to this.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Actually, Don, | agree.
personally don't like it when | feel that ny opinion hasn't
been respected. And it's absolutely critical that we continue
to conduct ourselves --

DON WASTLER: There was sone nore information that |
brought up that evidently you guys don't have. Jeroen didn't
have it. Since when | found it, all | did was make notes, |
have no proof. | went back to County records and got copies
of it, which is the County assessnent as to what they're going
to charge visitors per day when they go into the park. | have
copies here for as many people as | could afford to make them
for.

And there's also a tinber evaluation assessment that
shows $12,575,000 worth of timber on Canp Bonneville,
$6, 500,000 of it is marketable now The estinmate on the --
the eval uati on on what the County is going to charge the
visitors per day, they nmay say that it's irrelevant, but that
estimte cost Clark County over $4,800. The tinber eval uation
esti mate cost between $5,000 and $6,000. The range safety
eval uation cost another $5,000. The range noi se eval uation
cost another $5,000. Both of those, | thought they could have
got that information fromthe Arny Corps of Engineers.

And | also have copies of a letter here, a 1998
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letter to the editor of the Col unbia newspaper froma
gentleman in Battle G ound who was conpl ai ni ng about how t he

County conducted Lucia Falls Park. And if that's any exanple

as to what's going to happen at Canp Bonneville, | don't want
to see any part of it because it just -- |'ve got copies of
it. | can give all this information to you, Jeroen, and

anybody el se that's interested.

But, anyway, yes, | wanted to bring that up. [If I
say sonething, it neans that |'ve researched the information.
And even if | just have notes over it, it is valid. The
County records are about that thick (indicating). By the tine
you go through Janice's applications for the honel ess shelters
and all the things that are history and get down to the basic
things, there's sone information there.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Right, there is

DON WASTLER: And | wanted to bring that up at this
nmeeti ng.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Thank you. And thank you for
rem nding me to bring up another update on the EA. Don
menti oned that the FORSCOM was out of funding. | had sone
di scretionary funding available that | controlled locally.

And, yes, we are in the process of contracting to have
responses to the conments that were nade for the EA. So we
will be seeing that. As soon as we have a contract and a

schedule, I will let you know when you can expect those
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responses.

Yes?

DON WASTLER: I n regards to your open house, | have
a list of public neetings that were held. Jeroen said there
will be sonme public neetings that will be held for public
corment. | have a list of dates of public neetings that were
hel d al ready, and a date, January 31st, 1998, where there was
an open house at Canp Bonneville, where there was a shuttle
from Vancouver Mall, picture in The Col unbian of Col. Knight.
| said at the last neeting 300 people. M nmistake. It was
actual ly 200 people.

I have copies of those newspaper articles, plus the
records from-- plus the copies of the information from County
records regarding the dates of those public neetings and the
contents of what was discussed at those public neetings.

I made as nmany copies as | coul d.

ERI C WAEHLI NG That could be useful for the open
house.

DON WASTLER: | asked Ken Brunner if he revi ewed
that. | have another letter fromthe Departnment of Fish and
Wldlife strongly recommendi ng agai nst any tinber harvest.
And | saw Ken Brunner's name is there at the bottom of the
list. And | called himand asked him He said that they did
review the mnutes fromthose public neetings.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes
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BARRY ROGOWSKI: Don, | want to thank you for
bringing that up. That's really good information.

I"d like to have every nenber of the RAB have that
information if they want it for their review. | think Don
shoul d be rei nbursed for the noney he spent.

ERI C WAEHLI NG | agree.

DON WASTLER: It wasn't that nuch.

BARRY ROGOWSKI : | think in fairness.
DON WASTLER: | don't want to see any nore dead
animals. | don't want to see any nore environment |ike |'ve

had to witness.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: It's all good information and we
should all have it, | agree. | don't think you should be
spendi ng that noney out of your pocket.

DON WASTLER: | had no choi ce.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: We'll get that, let us know.

ERI C WAEHLI NG We can nmake copies. | may not be
able to reinburse, but | can make copi es.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: We'Il figure sonmething out.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Fr ank.

FRANK FUNK: | followed your conversation very
close, Don. And M. Wnther called me out of order one tine
here.

DON WASTLER: | recall that.

FRANK FUNK: And he was right, you know, because |

30
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was tal ki ng about something that didn't pertain to what our
m ssion says. And the nission says here, "The WAshi ngton
State Departnment of Ecol ogy and US Environmental Protection
Agency regarding the environnental investigation and
restoration of Canp Bonneville."

And that's what we're here for, the RAB, that's what
we do, what our purpose is here and our objective. And when
we go outside the boundaries of Canp Bonneville, we're tal king
about sonething that we're not, in my opinion, supposed to be
in. And that's the reason | say whenever we go outside, about
the roads, anything else, outside the fence, we're talking
about what's going to happen in this area here, in Canp
Bonneville. That's our single purpose. For us to sit here
and tal k about things other than that is detrinental to our
cause.

DON WASTLER: This was information that was
presented to the Restoration Advi sory Board.

FRANK FUNK: | think every new person should read
that. | agree.

DON WASTLER: This is the information that Eric and
I were discussing. And to ny know edge, none of it's been
presented to the nei ghborhood association. W only have
annual neetings. A lot can happen in a year

FRANK FUNK: Well, that's to be taken up by your

nei ghbor hood associ ati on
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DON WASTLER: | feel that all the information that's
within this should fall into the realmof the Restoration
Advi sory Board because this information -- this is how | got

this information.

FRANK FUNK: Ckay.

ERIC WAEHLING  All right. Don, we'll talk after
the neeting to see about making copies for everybody.

We are just joined by Pete Capell

We have one last itemon the agenda before we nove
to our break, and that is the election of a community
co-chair.

KAREN KI NGSTON: | have sonething | need to
announce.

ERI C WAEHLI NG We can either do it during open
di scussion or now. It's up to you.

KAREN KI NGSTON: I'Il do it during open discussion

FRANK FUNK: Wbuld you like to nove on to the
el ection?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes.

FRANK FUNK: 1'd like to place the nom nation of a
person who has the ability to govern as a co-chair and also to
| ead the organization fromthe non-mlitary co-chair. He's
wel | -versed on the byl aws and what our mission is, what our
objective is. 1'd like to nom nate Jeroen Kok.

ERI C WAEHLI NG County representati ve.
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DON WASTLER: 1'Il second that.

ERIC WAEHLING |1'd like to discuss that actually.
I have the utnost respect for Jeroen as a person, but he's
al so here as a representative of the County governnent. |'m
not sure if that's necessarily appropriate.

FRANK FUNK: Does it say in this thing that we read
here a while ago that they're supposed to be invol ved?

ERI C WAEHLI NG  They are involved. They are
i nvol ved. W can discuss it.

Jeroen, do you have any thoughts?

JERCEN KOK: 1'd like to respond. Thank you, Frank
for the nomination and vote of confidence. But | personally
feel strongly that the community co-chair should be a citizen
menber of the RAB that represents the citizens' point of view
I think there are enough bureaucrats involved in this whole
process, that one nore in a position of power |eadership would
be one nore too many.

FRANK FUNK: Well, you're on first base, you know.
You can talk right with those people.

KAREN KINGSTON: 1'd like to nominate |Ian Ray.
That's it.

ERIC WAEHLING  For formality's sake, Jeroen, are
you wit hdrawi ng your nom nation?

JERCEN KOK: 1'd like to, yes.

DON WASTLER: | respect lan Ray. He's probably the
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nost capabl e person that's here. But | would like to bring to
everyone's attention that he is the president of Lacanas
Mat ney Nei ghborhood Associ ation. And there's no |aw that says
he can't hold two offices. | don't think there's going to be
any conflict of interest. |'mjust bringing it up because
wi sh we had a nei ghbor hood associ ati on

| attended Bud Van Cl eve's nei ghborhood associ ati on
and | was very inpressed. | w sh we had sonething |like that.
I know you told Holly that it was annual because of
attendance, but at |east quarterly or sonmething. W' ve got a
| ot of problens that go way outside of this board with nai
theft, it goes on down the line. A lot can happen in a year

ERI C WAEHLI NG Perhaps that's something you need to
tal k about outside.

DON WASTLER: Right. The reason | brought this up
is he's chairman elect, and | just wanted to bring that up
We need a nei ghborhood associ ation

ERI C WAEHLI NG Any ot her di scussion?

VALERI E LANE: |Is he accepting?

ERI C WAEHLI NG W shoul d ask.

I AN RAY: It would be conditional

VALERI E LANE: Can we hear the conditions? What are
the conditions?

BUD VAN CLEVE: For us or you?

BRUCE OVERBAY: How nmuch we pad your pockets?
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| AN RAY: | have to tell you that being the com
chair for six nmonths has taught ne a | ot about how the RAB
works. And one of the things that | can't allow nyself to get
back into is the polling of the group and assenbling and
sorting all of the ideas for the agenda. It takes about three
weeks out of four to do that kind of work, and | just can't
afford to do it.

So | would be suggesting -- well, | would say right
off the bat, if I"'melected as the co-chair, I'"'mnot going to
do it, so you have to elect ne on that condition. And | would
have sone suggestions as to what the RAB might do to get over
this kind of thing.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: The way a | ot of other RABs are set
is that the agencies actually put the agenda together for the
RAB, but the RAB tells themwhat input. They work together on
it, instead of you having to do it.

That way we have some i nportant things that we want
to discuss, |ike we have tonight, |ike UXO screening, Agreed
Order that Ecology is working on. W'd |like to have sone
i nput into the agenda also. W don't want to control it in
any way or be the only ones dealing with it, but take sone of
the work | oad off of the nmenbership

Anyway, ny recomrendati on woul d be actually that the
Arny and Ecol ogy set the agendas, with input fromthe RAB, and

we put agenda itenms on that you would like also, and try to
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figure out relative priority of different things that are
goi ng on, et cetera.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: | think | nentioned Ian
because we've discussed this a couple tines, that I wouldn't

mnd, if anyone wanted to contact ne about information, and

just let Eric or whoever know. | would help with the agenda
because | honestly think lan does a good job. |If he wants to
Il et some of that go to other people, | would help

AN RAY: 1'd like to.

BUD VAN CLEVE: Has he been noni nated?

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:  Yes.

ERI C WAEHLI NG He has been nomi nat ed.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  And al so seconded.

BUD VAN CLEVE: | would also second it under the
condition he be allowed to restructure the job |ike he feels
[ike it should be.

FRANK FUNK: Wthin the confines of the byl aws.

BUD VAN CLEVE: W thin the confines of the byl aws.
And if we don't like it, we can tell him

ERI C WAEHLI NG That's ri ght

BUD VAN CLEVE: But let's get it done and nove on to
ot her things.

I AN RAY: |'mthen assigned a job of restructuring,
and | don't know that | want to do that either

BUD VAN CLEVE: Rewite the job description
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| AN RAY: That's a job, getting a consensus, all
t hat kind of stuff.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: How about you take on the job
and del egate some of it to soneone el se?

| AN RAY: Ckay.

ERIC WAEHLI NG | think what Bud is suggesting is as
you see fit or appropriate.

BARRY ROGOWSBKI: This needs to be clear who is doing
what so we know. That nmkes it easy.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Actually, the issue of how we set
the agenda is related but a separate issue fromthe el ection
of a conmmunity co-chair, and a discussion we do need to have.

So call for the question.

FRANK FUNK: You don't need a question.

ERI C WAEHLI NG You don't. Thank you, Frank.

Any ot her nom nations? Okay, let's vote. All in
favor of lan --

FRANK FUNK: Shoul d be el ected by unani nous ball ot
because there's no other nom nation.

ERIC WAEHLING. But it's fun to vote.

Al in favor? Nays? By unaninous vote, lan is our
community co-chair. Thank you very nuch, Ian.

(Appl ause.)
| AN RAY: Thank you.

ERIC WAEHLING. Al'l right. | would |ike to suggest
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that we table the discussion of how we set our agendas for the
open di scussion at the end of the nmeeting. W have a
10-m nute break schedul ed on the agenda. | nobve that we take
a break.

(Break taken.)

ERIC WAEHLING |If we could get started. At the
| ast RAB neeting, we agreed to discuss the UXO screening, the
AQCs, where this is all going. G eg Johnson of the Departnent
of Ecol ogy, bless his soul, volunteered to talk about this.
["I'l let him-- 1'"mhanding out reference maps for you to
refer to. These are the previously identified AOCs and AOPCs
for UXO concern, and the next step that we have just conpleted
is a ranking process of these AOCs, a centralizing of the
information. |'Il let Geg take it fromhere so | don't spoi
it.

GREG JOHNSON: Okay. A brief history what we've
been doing. W have a subconmittee work group, and we're
doi ng a coll aborative effort to devel op how we're going to
address the UXO probl ens at Canp Bonneville.

It's nyself; M. Lantzer; and his associate from
Gannett Flem ng, they represent EPA; and we have Cl ark County,
M. Mansfield; and then the contractor, Jerry Moore, that have
been on the team

So for about the past couple of nonths, we've been

devel opi ng a conceptual site nodel Level 1 screening process
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to evaluate all the areas of concern and areas of probable
concern w thin Canp Bonneville, and then ranking them as how
we want to address them severity of the problens.

We have several tables. |I'mjust going to | eave

this table up here for right now, and then I'm going to read

t hrough the hazard severity. |'mnot going to read every
detail because there's a lot of it in here. 1'll make it
avail able to anybody on e-mail or 1'Il send you a copy,

whatever, if you want to get into all the details. But 1"l
go over basically what it's all about. Any questions as we
go, me or Norrell will be nore than happy to answer them

Okay, the objective of the Level 1 screening for
Canp Bonneville. The objective of the Level 1 screening for
Canp Bonneville is to provide a transparent, docunented and
defensi bl e process for the evaluation of appropriate actions
and the prioritization of those actions in each area wthin
Canp Bonneville expected to have OE/ UXO cont am nation

Features of Level 1 screening for Canp Bonneville.
The Canp Bonneville Level 1 screening has been designed to
provide a framework for the follow ng:

One. ldentification of all areas within Canp
Bonnevill e that may have been used for ordnance-rel ated
activities.

Two. Devel opnent of a hypothesis for each area

describing the potential OE/ UXO contam nation in the area.
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This hypothesis is structured as a conceptual site nodel for
t he area.

That's what you're seeing up there right now

The assignnment of ranking factors, based on the
conceptual site nodel, that describe the relativity to other
areas within Canp Bonneville, explosive hazard for each area,

t he assignnent of screening factors based on terrain and
future use intensity to each area, evaluation of all available
i nformati on about each area to determ ne the appropriate
action to be taken in each area.

The remai nder of this docunent describes the various
features of the Level 1 screening, starting with the
di scussion of the types and ampunts of information relating to
the OE/ UXO contami nation avail able for Canp Bonneville, a
description of the general conceptual site nodel for Canp
Bonnevill e, the ranking factors assigned each type of
conception, the assignnment of terrain and future use intensity
factors, the potential outcomes of Level 1 screening, and
finally, a description of the Level 1 process for Canp
Bonnevi |l | e.

Identification of AOPCs and ACCs. The Level 1
screen starts with the mapping of all information avail able
about Canp Bonneville. AOPCs and ACCs are identified as areas
in which it is suspected or known that ordnance-rel ated

activities occurred. The two types of information we have
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avail abl e are archival information and field information.

The conceptual site nodel for Canp Bonneville serves
as the framework for organizing the information about
ordnance-rel ated uses. Conceptual site nodel provides the
hypot hesis for the types and | ocations of OE/ UXO contamni nation
expected to be on Canp Bonneville.

Components of the CSMthat are used in the Level 1
screeni ng process include ordnance-rel ated activities.

BARRY ROGOWSBKI: You' ve got your screen saver.

GREG JOHNSON:  Sorry. It's the Hubbl e space
t el escope.

Primary sources, primary rel ease nmechani sms,
expected contam nation, and secondary source |ocations. These
conponents are discussed in the follow ng subsections:

Ordnance-rel ated activities. Based on the avail able
i nformati on, the ordnance-related activities that occurred on
Canp Bonneville are:

Ordnance storage, including the storage and i ssuance
of ordnance used on Canp Bonneville.

Weapons training. The training of military
personnel in the use of weapon systens within fixed,
established firing ranges on Canp Bonneville. Wapons
training occurred for artillery, nortars, hand grenades, rifle
grenades and rockets.

Troop training. The training of mlitary personne
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fromsquad |l evel up to platoon |level in conbat techni ques and
maneuvers.

Ordnance di sposal. The disposal of retrograde
ordnance, excess bul k expl osives and unexpl oded ordnance at
fixed, established, open burn, open detonation - OB/ OD -
ar eas.

Okay, the primary sources. Each of the
ordnance-rel ated activities |isted above have one or nore
types of primary resources associated with it. For Canp
Bonnevill e, seven primary source types have been identified.
The primary sources associated with the |isted ordnance
related activities are:

One, ordnance storage. Storage magazi ne, transfer
point, the building in which the ordnance was stored and from
which it was issued to personnel

Weapons training, target area. A fixed area at
whi ch weapons trai ning exercises were targeted. Target areas
for the | arger weapon systems may contain vehicles and old
appliances as target itens.

Firing point. The fixed point fromwhich the
weapons were fired during weapons training exercises.

The range safety fan. The buffer area fanning out
fromthe firing point to beyond the target area, established
to insure weapons training was carried out safely.

Troop training, training area. Areas used to train
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mlitary personnel in offensive and defensive techniques. On
Canp Bonneville, this training included the establishnment of
defensive perinmeters using training or practice nmunitions with
or without spotting charges, the infiltration of defensive
perimeters, and use of small arns and bl ank amrunition.

A maneuver area. Areas used for troop maneuvers
wi t hout the intentional deployment of weapons.

And ordnance di sposal, open burn, open detonation
area. It's a fixed area to dispose of ordnance through
detonati on or burning.

Anybody have any questions up to this point?

| AN RAY: What's the source of this material you're
readi ng?

GREG JOHNSON: This is what we put together. It was
originally used up on Adak. W' ve designed it specifically
for -- the same docunent we've designed specifically for Canp
Bonnevi l | e.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  So what the team has done, if you
| ook at the map and you see all the various polygons and
shapes on the map, what they've done is they've gone through
and | ooked at each one and categorized by the definition that
Greg was relating to us where each one of these falls into it.
So we now have a category. |Is it a firing point? Is it a
target? Is it an OB/ OD site? Then that allows us to apply a

conceptual site nodel to start assessing the hazards
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associated with it.

Is that about right, G eg?

GREG JOHNSON:  Yes.

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  Yes.

DAVWNE GARDI SKA: For those of us that can't keep up
with you note taking, will this be avail abl e?

ERIC WAEHLING It is.

GREG JOHNSON: 1"l e-mail it to you.

ERIC WAEHLING | brought a few discs with all the
informati on. When | brought it down on Monday, we were
finalizing this -- working through finalizing it today.
There's a few small typos. It's still in draft. The agencies
haven't had a chance to go through every one line by |line, but
it's probably very close.

GREG JOHNSON: That doesn't have this on it. But |
have that.

ERIC WAEHLING |I'msorry. Geg can get it
avail abl e to anybody.

DAWNE GARDI SKA: Can | get it on the web?

GREG JOHNSON:  No.

NORRELL LANTZER: We haven't presented it to the
project team | eaders yet. The subconmittee is done with it.
We went through the screening over the |ast couple days. W
got sonme nore to do tonorrow. The subcommittee is now ready

to present that document, the Level 1 hazard screening






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

document .

of what -

t he web.

m nut es.

W think it's good to go.

ERIC WAEHLING We will make hard copies availa

we'll see if we can figure out a way to get it

In the interim we'l

FRANK FUNK:  You wil |

45

bl e

on

make hard copies avail abl e.

mail those to us?

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Woul d you |ike us to?

FRANK FUNK:  Yes.

ERI C WAEHLI NG |

We can do that.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:

include it with the RAB

How many est abl i shed ope

burn, open detonation areas are there?

and 47?

det onat e?

landfill,

activity.

GREG JOHNSON:  Thr

ee.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:

GREG JOHNSON:  Yes.

NORRELL LANTZER

Thr

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:

NORRELL LANTZER

It

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:

Three?

ee identified.

Are they titled Landfil

s OB/ OD1, OB/ OD2, OB/ ODS3.

Isn't Landfill 4 used to

It's two different titles?

ERI C WAEHLI NG What

happened is they had a

then on top of that they conducted the OB/ OD

They're co-1ocated.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:

NORRELL LANTZER

Let

Okay.

me give you a little bit

n

2, 3

nore
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background on the Level 1 screen. Greg nentioned it's adapted
from Adak, which is a Navy project. It really precedes that,

to ~ Colby Island in "94, '"95 when | first wote it then. W
refined it for Adak, and then this is a further revision

We've tried to nake it site specific for each one of the

proj ects.

VWhat |'m nore happy with for the Canp Bonneville one
is it has nore applicability to nore sites el sewhere. For
those of you who are attending the ITRC training in July,
you're going to see sone of this stuff. W train using that
hazar dous screeni ng.

BARRY ROGOWSKI : The inportant thing is this nodel
is specifically designed and applicable for Canp Bonneville.

NORRELL LANTZER: Yes, site specific. Those areas
that he's tal king about, those are right fromthe ASR, all the
hypot heses for Bonneville.

BARRY ROGOWEKI: Very inportant thing is that this
categori zes anal yzing every single specific area. There are
over a hundred of them where ordnance was ever suspected to
be. And it |ooks at every specific single issue that could
occur at each area and categorizes it very nicely,
prioritizes.

So with that, G eg.

GREG JOHNSON: Okay. Also these -- all the ones I'm

readi ng right now are across the very top. | kind of jumnped
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hope everybody is following that. |'mdown to

rel ease nechanisns. That's the third one over.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Maybe if you could summuarize in your

own words, because sone of us aren't as up to date on the

| anguage

that's used in the docunent.
GREG JOHNSON:  Yeah, that's fine. Okay, good.

Primary rel ease mechanismis basically how it got

there, what put it there. Actually, we can just shift over to

this. | will nake this available to anybody who wants it.
I"I'l e-mail it or make a copy or whatever.

So just for exanple, we see over here, you have
ordnance storage. Okay, that's your related activity.

SEAN SHELDRAKE: Can you see that better?

FRANK FUNK:  Mich better

GREG JOHNSON: Primary source. Storage nmgazi nes
transfer point. Primary rel ease nechani sns woul d be
m shandling or I oss. W know nothing was fired fromthere,
okay?

So then we go over to expected ordnance
contam nation. |It's going to be non-deployed nunitions. Now,

non- depl oyed nunitions neans they aren't armed, which is

pretty inmportant. Okay, the secondary source | ocation would

be surface.

training.

As we nove down here, next category will be weapons

Then we had to subdivide this one down to firing
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poi nts, target areas and range safety fans.

Then for rel ease nechani sms, we have several. So
it's getting nore conplicated as it goes. M shandling, |oss,
abandonnent, burial, propellent burn area, nuzzle end area.
Then we have non-depl oyed nunitions, non-deployed munitions,
expl osive residuals, and the contanination, which is going to
be surface, subsurface and soil

JEROEN KOK: Greg, | understand the difference

bet ween surface and subsurface, but how does soil fit into

t hat ?

GREG JOHNSON:  The soil is contami nated.

JERCEN KCK: At the surface?

GREG JOHNSON:  Residues fromthe blasts and stuff
l'i ke that.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Not actual pieces of ordnance, but
chemical residue

ERI C WAEHLI NG Just like the RDX at Landfill 4.

JERCEN KOK: So you either have chunks at the
surface, chunks in the subsurface, or residue contanmination in
the soil ?

BARRY ROGOWBKI :  Yes.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Ri ght

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Wiy is water not listed as a
secondary source location? It seenms as though that water

woul d be different fromsoil because it can nove.
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SEAN SHELDRAKE: One thing that this does, we're
trying to marry the two i ssues of ordnance as well as the
resi due issues in the table.

NORRELL LANTZER: W have addressed the water -
groundwater - source, but that's not a primary source for
here. In the diagramyou'll see it. It's one of the
secondary m gration nmechani sms.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: | was aski ng about that
colum, the secondary.

NORRELL LANTZER: Unfortunately, we can have the
colum, but it gets real wi de.

SEAN SHELDRAKE: The reason soil is listed and not
water is you start -- ideally you start with soil, see if
there is residue. |If there's not residue in soil, the
presunption is there wouldn't be a nmechanismwi th which to get
contami nants into groundwater. It would start with where you
had the explosion, or the residue, then nmigrate through the
soil colum into the groundwater, with precipitation,
groundwat er fluctuation. That's why soil is included.

ERIC WAEHLING  Start in the dirt and go to the
gr oundwat er ?

BEN FORSON: Groundwat er becomes an i ssue when you
find soil contam nation.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: So there's a nodel that shows

you if there's soil?
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contami nation, that triggers groundwater investigation

SEAN SHELDRAKE: This process was initially, you
know, focused on prioritizing, as Barry said, the ordnance
i ssues. What we're trying to do is at the sanme time focus o

you know, what areas where there could be - not that there

50

n,

will be, but there could be - sone residual contam nation, and

flag those so we know where soil sanples nay need to be take
Fromthere, if there is a problemindicated, that m ght
trigger further investigation in the groundwater

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: W al ready have evidence th

it is. I1t's not a potential anynore.

n.

at

BARRY ROGOWSKI: That's right. Let ne address that,

pl ease.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Sure.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Denp Area 1, we have nonitoring
wells in. W're putting in nore nonitoring wells.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: | under st and.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: We're also putting in site-w de
groundwater nmonitoring wells. W are addressing groundwat er
in nunerous ways if we find other source areas. And the
primary source areas where you probably nmay - or potentially
may, | should say - find groundwater contanination would be
the three denop areas because there would be a source of

mat eri al there, and maybe target areas. That's ny belief.
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You're not going to find probably any in firing points,
because there wasn't a |ot of depth position there.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: My question is, once you do

find -- | know Landfill 4, we've already found it, you already
have tests. |If you look in the other denolition areas and do
find contam nation in the soil, do you have something to | ook

that it doesn't stop there, you' re going to now test the

wat er ?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Right. That's right. Sane
approach. It's the sane approach. 1In fact, the best thing is
to -- you find the source area where it's concentrated, try to

dig it up and get it out of there so it stops recontam nating
groundwat er .

VALERI E LANE: | know right up here on where this
fan is on this, that the water flows out of Canp Bonnevill e,
it cones down the hill.

BARRY ROGOWSEKI: The creek or groundwater?

VALERI E LANE: | know the water flows here, cones
down this way, around the hill, comes right back in
(indicating). The water is flowing to the south. It goes

east to west, back west, flows right back into the Canp
Bonnevil | e.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: That's a good point. The |ast
nmeeti ng on Tuesday, we proposed putting two wells here, two

wel l's here, deep and shallow. But we're going to |et our
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hydro- geol ogi st look at it. These will |ook for contam nation
that will potentially be mgrating out of the canp, and this
one an early warning well. W have a total of 10 wells we're

proposing initially to deal with that specific groundwater
okay?

FRANK FUNK: When are you going to put your wells in
your main inpact area up there?

BARRY ROGOWBKI: First thing we've got to do is
clear the area, deal with the ordnance issue, before we can go
in and start bringing other rigs in there. The second thing
we woul d do would be to sanple soils initially to see if we
had any highly contam nated soils. Then if we have highly
contanmi nated soils, we nove to doing borings at depth. After
you conpl ete borings at depth, if you have contanination at
depth, you put in groundwater wells to see if the stuff is
actually in the groundwater. So it's a bunch of phases.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Do either of you have any know edge
that the explosive contam nants that we've already identified
at Canp Bonneville, as well as the perchlorate, say if it was
i ntroduced in, say, the '40s, it has migrated down, that it
woul dn't be present as -- you'd be able to use an identifiable
mar ker that there would be -- since you're using the soil as
your marker, you know, so-called, but if you find it in the
soil, that gives you reason to then consider groundwater

cont am nati on?
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BARRY ROGOWSKI :  Ch, yeah.

KAREN KI NGSTON: So do any of these particul ar
contam nants have any background on themthat they would have
noved down so far that they m ght not be present in the soi
or at such minute trace anobunts that it wouldn't even be
pi cked up on the Ecology or Arny test?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: That's a very good question.

BEN FORSON: That's a good questi on.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Take a shot. Do you want to take a
shot at it? GCo ahead.

BEN FORSON: That's a good question. |It's possible.
It's possible in an area where, depending on the type of
chem cal that we're | ooking at, maybe the (inaudi ble) method
can't go that lowin detecting it in soils. In that case,
it's possible.

But with RDX and TNT, you know, the expl osive
conpounds, we will be able to detect at | ow concentration
enough that if we don't find it in the soil, then it's not in
t he groundwat er.

However, it's also possible that maybe it's already
| eached out into the groundwater, so we can find it in the
soil. In such a situation, chances are that neans it's been a
long tine, and chances are, first, you don't have any source
anynore to continue | eaching into the groundwater

KAREN KI NGSTON: | see.
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BEN FORSON: I n such a situation, that neans natura
attenuation. So you have a kind of plume, if any. You have a
ki nd of plume nmoving through the formation. Now, as it noves
through the formation, chances are part of it is also going to
be absorbed into the soil particles in the groundwater as it
nmoves through. Natural chemical oxidation is going to take
pl ace to reduce the concentration. So with time, it will all
be gone.

KAREN KINGSTON: | don't think that's the case with
ammoni a perchlorate, according to case studies.

BEN FORSON: Mst, if not all, organic chenicals

will degrade. The difference is the rate at which they

degrade. |If not at soil degradation, you have absorption
Every chem cal, when it cones into contact with soil, sone
Il evel will be absorbed into soil particles. There, too, it's

a matter of the extent of the absorption.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: [f you find sone wells wth,
let's say, ammoni um perchlorate, and you cannot find the
primary source, you've dug it up and it still is a problem do
you have a neans to treat that water as it noves? Anmoni um
perchlorate, won't it last 100 mllion years or sonething?

KAREN KI NGSTON:  Sonet hi ng huge.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: |s there a way, if that case
did happen in one of these sites, is there a way to start to

deal with it in the water? You can't dig up the whole place.
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Is there a way to renmedy this, if you do find a | arge plune,
that you cannot find a primary rel ease area to di spose of? Do
you understand what |'m sayi ng?

BEN FORSON: Ckay. |If you find a plune, and you
can't find the source, then you have to | ook at the
concentration, okay? You have to | ook at the concentration
profile, distance, to see if some sort of natural attenuation
has taken place. It may not be bi odegradable, but you stil
have natural absorption taking place, so you have to assess
t hat .

If there is indication that it's not the scenario --
the concentration is not decreasing at a faster rate compared
to sensitive receptors down-gradient, then that neans
somet hi ng woul d have to be done.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: And there are things to do?

BEN FORSON: There are. Oh, yeah, there are.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Ckay. | wanted to know t hat.

BEN FORSON: There are. It's only a matter of
noney, but there are.

FRANK FUNK: Can you find this amoni um perchl orate
where it -- in areas where it has not been in a nmilitary place
and there's no expl osion happened? 1s this |ocated anywhere
else in the ground other than where nilitary activities have
been?

GREG JOHNSON: It mainly comes from rocket
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propel | ants.

FRANK FUNK: | can't hear you.

GREG JOHNSON: It mainly comes from rocket
propellants. Normally where they've been finding it has been
in disposal areas. |In ny understanding of it, it mgrates
through the soil very rapidly.

FRANK FUNK: So if you had 640 acres out here in the
hills somewhere, it hadn't been used as a military -- no
rockets or anything exploded on it, you wouldn't find it?

BARRY ROGOWSKI:  You wouldn't find it.

GREG JOHNSON:  You wouldn't find it. It was made
for mlitary purposes, like | said, mainly single-base rocket
propel | ants.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  You can't blane it on cow dung.

FRANK FUNK: That's the reason | asked the question.

KAREN KI NGSTON: | figured that.

GREG JOHNSON: | have sone information on that if
any of you are interested. You can call nme and I'Il fax it or
e-mail it to you.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Can we let Geg try to get through?
We can ask sonme questions after we're done, too.

GREG JOHNSON: 1'Il start going. Does everybody
pretty much understand this then, how this CSMis working?

DAWNE GARDI SKA: What's a CSM?

GREG JOHNSON:  Conceptual site nodel
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"Il skip on down to the next table. What we had to
do here was in order to get these sites to rank -- to rank
these sites, we had to go through several different things.
This right here is the ordnance-related activities, prinmary
source, then the likelihood of contanination for that.

Ordnance storage, the primary source is going to be
st orage magazi nes and transfer points. That's where they kept
t he expl osives, that's where they brought them out for the
troop training, left them and then used them So the
i kel'i hood of contamination there is | ow

Then you go down to weapons training. A firing
poi nt, medium Target areas, definitely high because that's
where the unexpl oded ordnance is going to be found. That's
where the projectiles, nortars, what have you, were fired.
They hit and they didn't detonate. They're probably

subsurface. So that is a high

Range safety fans we put down as low. |'ve got
anot her slide here we'll go over as far as that goes. There's
some cal cul ations that Norrell knows very well. He was an

artillery officer in the Arnmy, so he knows how t hat works, and
he can explain that to you very well

I'"msorry, Frank, go ahead.

FRANK FUNK: \What raises the firing point to a
medi un? What raises that? |Is it fromthe propellant that

sends it? |Is that what it is?
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GREG JOHNSON: The firing point | believe on
medi um - -

FRANK FUNK: It says nedium What causes that? |Is
that fromthe propellant that fires the projectile?

NORRELL LANTZER: No. What that is, you have
m shandl i ng, loss, burial. You aren't going to bury one item
you're going to bury several itens together. So it's not
going to be a single event; you're going to have nuch nore.

FRANK FUNK: \What are you going to bury?

ERI C WAEHLI NG They're concerned about a | azy
sol di er.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  If you don't use it, bury it?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Bury it instead of carry it back to
the ammo depot.

GREG JOHNSON: W gave that a nedium concern. There
may be nothing there, but we gave it a medi um

Troop training. Training areas we rated high,
maneuver areas | ow.

And then the bottom was ordnance denilitarization
Open burn, open detonation, we definitely ranked that high
because it's visible and it's there.

Okay, now, this was a very contentious issue for us.
It changed a lot fromthe one from Adak. Earlier -- this is

t he hazard severity ranking for the ordnance we have. Now, to
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make this table, we used Appendi x H of the Archive Search
Report, which went through all the ordnance that's been found
out there and the ordnance that was probable out there for the
tinme frame that it was used. And we ranked these itens as
catastrophic, critical, marginal or negligible.

Now, earlier we were discussing itens that would be
detonated, you know, using the OB/OD. Personally, | would say
probably Items 1 through 3 would probably be detonated on-site
due to an expl osive safety hazard and sonmebody getting hurt
trying to nove themor anything like that.

Ranki ng number one is UXOs with sensitive fusing,
and safety hazard was catastrophic. Deployed munitions, fired
nmunitions with sensitive fusing that had failed to function as
designed. That's a good exanple, a 105 or a 155 with a
mechani cal time fuse that's been fired, and it's |anded, it
didn't go off, and a sinple jarring of it could function it
even to this day and set it off - and you know the rest.

The other one was critical with a little bit |ess
sensitive fusing, but still probable to detonate.

You get down through three. You know, some of that
stuff in three you could nove but you m ght not want to. Sone
of it you wouldn't.

And then getting down into four and five is
basically your small arms, soil contam nation, things |like

t hat .
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This table is our ordnance-related activities. You
have your ordnance storage. The primry source would be
magazi nes and transfer points. [It's usually non-depl oyed.

And we would rank that at a four

As you can see, the weapons training, prinmary
sources, and how we would rank that as we go. It gets a
little nmore conplex here. UXOwi th sensitive fusing, UXO with
| ess sensitive fusing. And those are all mainly the sane:
troop training, ordnance dem |, stuff like that.

These are the |ikelihood of contam nation for the
primary sources. Your target area would have an expl osive -
because that's where the nunitions have been fired - would
have an expl osi ve hazard ranking of one. The I|ikelihood of
contami nation there is going to be high because that's the
pl ace they were shooting at, that's the target. So that would
default to a one, then so on and so forth for all the
different activities.

PETE CAPELL: |'mnot quite sure how that table
wor ked then. How did -- you have an expl osi ve hazard ranki ng.

GREG JOHNSON: The tabl e before that where we had
the catastrophic, critical?

PETE CAPELL: Right.

GREG JOHNSON: That was the hazard ranking.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: This table or the one up?

PETE CAPELL: This table. But then your default --
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GREG JOHNSON: We're defaulting that. W're going
to call this a severity ranking of one because of the --

BARRY ROGOWSKI: There's a default val ue which could
be adj usted based on other factors later.

GREG JOHNSON: Later on in the screening. Because
the fact it was explosive hazard ranking one, which is
catastrophic, and the |ikelihood of contam nation because it
was a target, that's where all the ordnance fell, that's why
it went to a one.

PETE CAPELL: That's why |ike when you go down to
the range safety fan, you have a | ow and an expl osive hazard
ranking of five. So why is it a one?

NORRELL LANTZER: If you find an itemout there,
unexpl oded ordnance, therefore it's a one. But you aren't
goi ng to have a whol e bunch of them

PETE CAPELL: Okay.

GREG JOHNSON: But what you will have will probably
be catastrophic.

NORRELL LANTZER: Like Barry said, this gives the
analyst, if he doesn't have any other information, he's got a
default. |If he's got information, it adjusts based upon the
i nformation that he has.

GREG JOHNSON: Then we get into the |ikelihood of
resi dual contam nation. The same thing, we have our

ordnance-rel ated activities, we have our primary source, how
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it was put there, and then the likelihood of residua
cont am nati on.

As you can see, |like ordnance storage, mmgazines,
transfer points, chances are there's nothing going to be
there, because when Canp Bonneville -- when they said, "GCkay,

everybody out of here," they brought their trucks down, they
took all the explosives, they cleaned out the magazi nes and
they left.

KAREN KI NGSTON: | have a question.

GREG JOHNSON:  Sure.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  Sonme ot her sites have found in the
ordnance storage areas, back years ago, that they also did
shel | | oadi ng.

NORRELL LANTZER: On these areas, they did no
manuf acture of | oadi ng here.

KAREN KI NGSTON: They didn't do any rel oads?

GREG JOHNSON: No. There are sites within
Washi ngton that they did. Jackson Park is one. There's
several others, as a matter of fact.

BARRY ROGOWSBKI :  Yes.

GREG JOHNSON: They did demlling. They actually
put the explosives into the projectiles, everything.

KAREN KI NGSTON: So there's no archive that there
was any rel oadi ng done --

GREG JOHNSON:  No.
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KAREN KI NGSTON: -- at Canp Bonnevill e?

GREG JOHNSON:  None at all

NORRELL LANTZER: These were basic storage bunkers.
Even that, as on the ACTWside, Eric has done sone testing in
the munitions storage area.

ERI C WAEHLING Limted soil review

GREG JOHNSON: Then sone of the other things, the
accessibility, how we ranked that was zero- to 15-degree sl ope
we put as accessible, steep was 16 to 25 degrees, and
i naccessi bl e was greater than 25 degrees. That's a pretty
good-si zed hill where we know no one's going to be going.

And then the future use intensity was factored into
it. That's how we cane up with our outcones. |'ve got
another slide that 1'Il go over that, a little easier to
under st and.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: The inaccessi ble areas, are
they going to be fenced off?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: If they're in the inpact area, it's
going to remain to be fenced. |If it's outside the inpact
area, it's not.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Has it been checked over with
the magnetoneters?

NORRELL LANTZER: Once you start seeing the naps,
you'll see there's very few |l ocations where you have actua

targets. The accessibility starts playing into a






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

64

prioritization, to where we go back to the BCT, "Here is your
prioritization list, this is high-intensity use, but basically
i naccessi ble, do you want to go up there?"

There are sone inaccessible areas in the inpact
range, but you've got inaccessible areas, a |ot of other
areas, where we don't expect to have any inpact areas.

ERI C WAEHLING Say we had two sites, we had to
prioritize which one we did first. One was accessible, one
was | ess accessible. W're going to address the one that has
hi gh accessibility first, then nove on. |It's a prioritization
process.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: But it will be hit? You will
| ook at that area?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: You just don't look at it
first?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Ri ght

| AN RAY: Steep slopes can slunp. |Is there any
accommodation for future concern?

GREG JOHNSON:  Well, there's always future concern
You know, we have other issues, frost heave, things like that.
But that will be addressed probably as a risk managenent
deci si on.

ERIC WAEHLING. This is for how things sit now.

GREG JOHNSON:  Yeah. This is for basically how
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we're going to go out and attack the ordnance. That is a very
good question, though, and that's what our decision makers
wi |l | decide, when that comes down to it.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: | just want to say that |
think it is inmportant because, you know, as you drive along
the freeway, 205, there's big cliffs that aren't even parks,
desi gnated as parks, people are nountain clinmbing on it. This
is going to be designated as a park, all the trails, there's
not going to be anyone nanni ng those slopes and sone nmountain
clinbers in Clark County... | think it should be at |east
| ooked at.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  There's not nuch of Canp Bonneville
that meets the criteria of inaccessible. W're talking very
smal | percentages. It's not |like a significant anmount that
neets that criteria.

BARRY ROGOWSBKI: But yeah, | mean, that's inportant.
What we're trying to do is categorize and prioritize and get a
handle on all the different areas and all the different issues
so that we can understand them and isolate them and attenpt to
answer those questions in a very systemic way for every single
site so that it's uniformand repeatable and defensible, and
t hat nmakes sense.

GREG JOHNSON: Okay, then, sone of the options, the
out comes, of these, |'ve broke themdown to be a little bit

easi er and nmake them specifically for the ordnance we have
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here so that everybody here can understand them

If you'll look at our Level 1 screening, they're a
little bit nmore in-depth. But this is basically the bottom
l'ine.

If it cones out as a NOFA, that's no further action
sel f-expl anatory, no chance of anything being there, nothing
wi || be done.

SI would be a site inspection. And the site
i nspection for ordnance at Canp Bonneville is going to be an
i nstrument - ai ded recon.

Then the next step would be FS, which is feasibility
study. Evaluate the risk management options and alternatives,
costing of alternatives, MOTCA conpliance, making sure it's in
tune with Washington State's | aws.

Then the proposed renpval, how we're going to renove
the items, and then the site characterization is going to be
geophysics and then renoval. That's howit's going to work.

So the next slides I'Il go on to are going to be
actually how they cane out, how the areas canme out.

FRANK FUNK: \When are you going to put all this into
operation?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: They' ve al ready done the screening
of 108 sites, it's conpleted. So we had them all categorized.
So once we have them categorized, have all that infornmation

broken down, we're going to use that to design what
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subsurface --

FRANK FUNK: When will the actual work start?

BARRY ROGOWSKI : When is the actual geophysical work
going to start?

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Cl earance work?

FRANK FUNK:  Yeabh.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  Hopeful ly maybe as soon as next
year - maybe.

GREG JOHNSON: There's work plan reviews and things
like that that are going to need to take place.

ERIC WAEHLING We're getting closer. | know you
hated to hear that when you were a kid, "W're alnost there,"”
but we really are, we're getting there.

FRANK FUNK: I'mgoing to be a real old nman by the
time you get this done.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Honestly, Frank, things are coning
together. The teamis working well. It nay not be
i medi ately obvious to you, but this is a very, very
significant step. And it may not be as far off as you think.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: This is very inmportant. In fact,
t he next piece where we've got the site either goes straight
into devel opnent of alternatives for cleanup or it goes into
needi ng sone nore information to devel op those alternatives.
We have them as far along as which ones we're going to devel op

for cl eanup.
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ERIC WAEHLING | want to give full credit to the
technical team to Gannett Flenming, their participation in
that team specifically. W have narrowed it down from 108 of
those AOCs, AOPCs, we're narrowing it down to 27 that we are
wor ki ng t hrough what additional information we need to start
maki ng renedi al decisions. That neans 88 of them we have
enough information to start naking these deci sions.

BARRY ROGOWBKI: Design the geophysical studies,
enough geophysical to nmake sure we clear that area, then clear
it. W have 88 of them done, where we're going to that stage.
27 we need to study a little bit nmore. Only one nade a
determ nation there's no further action required.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Ri ght

KAREN KI NGSTON: | didn't see any information,
anything on there, that had to do with drumburial. |Is
t hat --

BARRY ROGOWSKI: That's not ordnance. That's
hazar dous substance. This is only specifically ordnance.

This team has been working just on ordnance for |ike nonths

now.

GREG JOHNSON: Now, Eric has a copy of these CDs.
"Il walk you through the process. |It's real straightforward.
For exanple, we'll start with firing points because it's the
first one.

BARRY ROGOWSKI : Do summari es.
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GREG JOHNSON:  1'Il go to the sunmaries, yeah. This
is howthey fell out. |It's hard to read, isn't it?

NORRELL LANTZER: Go up to your percent and up your
percent on it.

BARRY ROGOWSKI:  You can just summmrize basically
what it neans.

GREG JOHNSON: Ckay. First one is a nortar firing
position one. Acreage, it's half an acre. Conceptual site
nodel source type was a firing point. Accessibility, it's
accessible. Future land use is going to be high. And it went
straight to site characterization.

BARRY ROGOWSKI : So you can kind of see how that
works. You | ook at those factors, and then each area cones
out rated either site characterization or it goes straight
into feasibility study and we devel op our cleanup options.

DON WASTLER: When you say "high," does that nean
risk?

GREG JOHNSON: That woul d be like a canpground.

DON WASTLER: It will be clean, go ahead and use it,
it's safe?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: It nmeans that we expect people to
be using that area a lot, and that nekes it a high concern as
far as | and use goes.

DON WASTLER: | see. | see.

BARRY ROGOWNBKI: It's a way to rate that individual
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area.
DON WASTLER: | see. | thought maybe you were going
to say high risk or something. | see what that neans.
BARRY ROGOWSKI: If it's high expected |and use,

hi gh hazard, high potential for ordnance to be there, we place
a lot of enphasis on clearing that area to the maxi num ext ent
possi bl e.

GREG JOHNSON: So as you can see, all these pretty
much came out site characterization

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Just go to the next.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  One nore exanple, maybe we coul d
chewon it. | know-- I'msure Geg wuld be willing to cone
back and talk a little nore in-depth once people have had a
chance to process.

GREG JOHNSON:  Yeah, anytine.

We'll go to, say -- let's try the range safety fans.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Do targets.

NORRELL LANTZER: Targets, because that goes in with
your other three slides.

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  You can see every one of these
areas is broken down and categorized now very nicely.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: That's the disc that he has?

ERIC WAEHLI NG Yes. What he's looking at is the
same disc that | have here.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Now we have all the target areas
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com ng up.

GREG JOHNSON: Okay, the first one is
t hree-and-a-hal f-inch rocket range target. The acreage was 18
acres. CSM source type was a target area. Accessibility is
accessible. Future land use is going to be low. It went to
site characterization required.

Just for a different one, we'll go down here to the
M203 grenade range. 48-and-a-half acres. CSMis a target
area. The accessibility is accessible. The future |and use
is high. And it went to feasibility study.

So you can see how they change. It will change the
out come, how t hi ngs change.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Just one little point. This
docunent you're seeing is a draft. Actually, that 48.55 is a
m stake. It's actually -- the acreage is closer to 12. Just
so you know, that nunber is going to change.

BARRY ROGOWSBKI: You get an idea of the process that
we spent an hour on, goes through every single factor, every
single site these folks could come up with, categorizes it,
anal yzes the issues, sets priorities and actions that are
going to occur. So it's an extrenely valuable tool to nove us
forward to devel oping cleanup alternatives for those sites
that we can, and gathering additional information for cleanup
alternatives that we don't have enough yet.

FRANK FUNK: The word "high" nmeans it's highly
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likely it will be used?

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  Yeah, for |and use

GREG JOHNSON:  Christine, you had a question earlier
this week, you e-mailed me, we were tal king about the range
safety fans and the targets, stuff |ike that. Norrell here is
going to try to help us out. W've got sonme slides. |s that
good enough there?

NORRELL LANTZER: Yeah, there's three slides. W' ve

been shooting artillery for a long tine. Geg nentioned | was

an artillery officer. No, I'mnot. | worked with the
artillery for a lot of years. | was operation evaluator for
t hem

There's manual s out there where they fired mllions

of rounds. That target box, the center point is the target,
and a nornmal distribution around that, you can see all those
little dots, that is weapons system based only, it's not the
individual firing it. W'Ill deal with that one next.

But on any given day, you fire that many rounds down
there, you have that many chances of getting that close to the
target.

Now, if you go to the next one, if you |ook, they've
been able to predict that going down fromthere, that's the
poi nt of inpact, 96 percent of the rounds will hit within this
area. That area depends upon the weapon system how |large it

is. 30 meters all the way up to 248 neters, based upon the
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| arger weapons systens.

Now, if you go down to the next one.

GREG JOHNSON: That's going to be tough

NORRELL LANTZER: The one Jerry gave you.

GREG JOHNSON:  Okay.

NORRELL LANTZER: Now, this is out of the artillery
field manual. That's the current manual all the way back to
the 1917 manual that | have. That takes into account |ong and
short rounds.

Now, what the contractor has done, Parsons, Jerry
Moore, has taken that field manual and then plotted all the
firing points. And then on the one car target, he started
t hese boxes based upon each one of those firing points, the 96
percent probability that a round is going to hit in there.
Any of the long rounds -- short rounds, what they've done is
come out fromthat 600 feet.

So he's already boxed that in for all the firing
targets that are up in the inpact range. So that gives you
that extra buffer to take care of long and short rounds.

Ma' anf

KAREN KI NGSTON: Did Parsons use a comopn equati on?
If we had, say, Star cone in and do the sane anal ysis here,
woul d they say exactly the sane thing as Parsons or is that
just Parsons' opinion?

NORRELL LANTZER: This is field manual FMbs-40. It's
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a standard artillery field manual. That's the standard
cal cul ation we all use

FRANK FUNK: Al right. Artillery unit | was in had
six Howitzers. You didn't zero each Howitzer in on the sane
spot .

NORRELL LANTZER: That's correct.

FRANK FUNK: You covered 600 yards because they were
a hundred apiece. Does that reflect if they had six
Howi t zers, they expand that 600 yards?

NORRELL LANTZER: No. What this does is we have
known targets up in the inpact range where you have a vehicle,
you have sonething that they're going to aimat. So on those,
that takes into account that one single target.

Now, with all the firing points out there, each one
of those firing points has the chance of firing at that
particul ar target. So what Parsons did is plot that around
each one of the known targets we know are out there. One of
the things we're westling with is the rest of the inpact
range.

And with the known targets, this does take into
account, particularly with a 600-foot grid, to ne that's even
nore conservative than what the calcul ation is because he took
into account the target box, then added out further than that.
So | don't have a problemw th that, being nore conservative.

Normal Iy, in having worked with the artillery, you
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have three firing points. One of them |ikely what they did,
in my hypothesis, they fired a Howitzer at one target, another
one at another target, and another one at another target.

FRANK FUNK: That isn't how it worked with us.

NORRELL LANTZER: Was that at Canp Bonneville?
There's sone constraints | think we have at Canp Bonneville
that you don't have at sone of the other bases. Nationa
Training Center, we had big target boxes. Here we don't have
a large target box. But we also have a big inpact range, too.
These are on known targets where we know a vehicle or
sonmething that they can aimat is out there. Now we're
starting to deal with the rest of the inpact range.

Does that hel p, Frank?

FRANK FUNK: Yeah. The Howitzers set about 50 yards
apart. They would cover a hundred yards. You're only
covering maybe 300 yard with the overlap

NORRELL LANTZER: Yeah.

M KE NELSON: | think also one thing to consider at
Canp Bonneville, this is unlike a ot of the major training
centers, like Fort Lewis, where you had mmssive anounts of
artillery fired, centers on the east coast where they had
| arge training done out there.

Canp Bonneville is quite unique. It was
infrequently used for artillery. There are not many rounds

that were fired. | think Eric m ght know the nunber,
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approxi mately, per year. But it's not nuch at all

NORRELL LANTZER: By unit, it's 50.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  You're saying there were 50
expl osi ons?

NORRELL LANTZER: By unit. And that was fromthe
ASR.

M KE NELSON: So it's not a major concentration of
artillery in the target area.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Rel atively speaking, Fort Lew s
fired 24,000 rounds | ast year.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: How many were fired a year at
Bonnevil | e?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Qur records indicate in the
nei ghbor hood of 80 to 100 a year. They're probably not
conplete, but it gives a sense of scale when you're talking
some of these training facilities versus Canp Bonneville.

NORRELL LANTZER: Al so, Frank, another thing. When
you do a battery sheath, if we plotted a battery sheath, which
| don't think these targets are, the 105 is a 248 neter by 248
neter battery target box.

FRANK FUNK: Have to talk feet to ne.

NORRELL LANTZER: All nmy manuals were 1917, in
meters.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: How do you know the target

for each training maneuver because of tinme?
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NORRELL LANTZER: And that's a good question. These
are the ones that are currently out there right now where we
know we have sonething. So what the proposal that we're
| ooking at on those is, you know, we know it's there, we know
we're going to have contanmination, it can go into a
feasibility study.

We know the stuff is there. Now we have to do
sonething with the rest of the inpact range that may have been
scarified or it's just been fired on. That's one of the tasks
we are working on tonorrow

KAREN KI NGSTON: | think it's common know edge how
many times Canp Bonneville has been | ogged, | ogged down to
not hi ng, through the years. So we would assume that back in
those days they probably used dozers, skidders, which it |ooks
like there's been bonmbs there just when you run a dozer
through trying to nove | ogs.

Have you noved away fromthe idea of sending people
out, "I don't see a dinple or an indentation"? Have you noved
away fromthat attitude in identifying your areas or are you
still not taking consideration the past history of the
| oggi ng? Bi g question.

NORRELL LANTZER: It's not a big question. Go back
to the CSM you | ook at the hypothesis of the | oss nmechani sm
If | had mshandling and | oss, |'ve dropped it or thrown it

over here. What | also take into account is certain areas.
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This whol e area here was scarified back in '74. You can see
it was clear-cut, scarified, the stuff was pushed this way
(indicating). | don't expect to see surface stuff here
previous to '74.

What | woul d expect is anything that was there is
going to be inthis little area that way (indicating). After
"74, we're |ooking at how much training was there. But,
again, that's going to be surface and above, not subsurface.
Shoul dn't have to do subsurface work there because it's not
the expected nmechanismto have subsurface.

In this area, we expect to see subsurface. So, yes,
we do | ook, and we do have people out doing site
reconnai ssance, instrument aided, but that's only a data
point. That feeds into this.

As you notice, with all the site reconnai ssance, a
ot of the areas are still going. Now we need to go with site
characterization, geophysics work, because they were only
| ooking at surface and trying to get an indication for
subsurface with cratering. But it's been a |ot of years.
We're still going back into those areas with geophysics.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Do you have work | ogs for the
other countries that trained there?

NORRELL LANTZER: | don't have any information from
the ASR, the current ASR, with other countries in use there.

KAREN KINGSTON: By "no information," you don't
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believe they were there?

NORRELL LANTZER: No. |'m saying the current ASR
materials that we do have fromEric is all US work.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  That's the informati on we have. |
mean, | know foreign troops trained there. W don't have nmuch
i nformati on fromthem

KAREN KI NGSTON: |Is there any way to retrieve that,
by maybe officer |1ogs or something?

ERI C WAEHLING. | know we | ooked into it. | can't
answer that directly.

BARRY ROGOWSBKI :  Why is that inportant, whether
foreign troops trained there or not? | just want to know.
They shot, too, | guess.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Did they have different
target areas and different practice routines they used?

KAREN KI NGSTON:  For instance, the prince, what's
his name, royal, | can't renenber.

BUD VAN CLEVE: Al bert.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Al bert, there you go. They were
there on a regular basis. And they brought with them amp
fromGeat Britain. Now, Geat Britain's use of certain, you
know, explosives as far as what's going to shove, you know,
that is -- that was nmuch different than what we were using.

NORRELL LANTZER: In sonme cases, yes.

GREG JOHNSON: Mbst of those are NATO rounds.
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NORRELL LANTZER: Mbst of those are standard NATO
rounds that NATO countries use the same caliber to interrelate
so we can fire their stuff and they can fire ours.

GREG JOHNSON: Going to war with them we have to
use the sane stuff.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Wbuld there be a point of entry |og
for bringing it in? Is that mlitary, nobody -- they're kind
of exenpt from having to open their |uggage?

ERI C WAEHLI NG W don't have that information
currently.

NORRELL LANTZER: You are correct. |'ve done a |ot
of training with foreign countries, and having theminto sites
that 1've had. But right now you have no range |ogs to say
they were there. Even if they were, they would not be doing
anything in the different areas because those areas are fairly
well solid. It was either a training area, nmaneuver area,
firing point, et cetera. But even at that, we found -- on
this | ast reconnai ssance, we found a snmall arns range we
didn't know about. That's why we put people out there to find
t hose things.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  For instance, there was a group in

the md '80s, | believe, early '80s, that came from South
America -- Central Anmerica, excuse me. | can't renenber the
nanme of that one general that got in trouble up on the hill, a

bunch of Central American things. Even when they were there,
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several of them ended up thinking -- they stayed on ny
property in one of ny sheds thinking that was part of Canp
Bonneville. They were out of whack for what they thought was
the area.

I nean, are you look -- is there any way for you to
| ook into sone of these kind of activities?

NORRELL LANTZER: That woul d be new ASR i nformation.
Agai n, when you see the NOFA, that's based on the information
currently available. As new information becones avail abl e,
areas go back into the screening process.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Got it.

NORRELL LANTZER: This is not a stop loop. It's a
continual cycle. As you get nore information, put it back
t hrough the screen.

ERI C WAEHLI NG We've thrown an awful lot on the
table here. Norrell, Geg, nmyself, any of us will be
available to conme back at a future time. | encourage you to
ask us to come back and tal k about this.

"Il get hard copies of the docunment that Greg was
referring to, and I will include those with the m nutes when
we send themout. | have disc copies of the backup
information that fed into these decision docunents here. |
have 10 copies. | can make nore. | ran out of discs, to be
honest, when | was naking these | ast Friday.

We al so have renmi ning on the agenda, it's 9:15,
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Agreed Order, then | have one or two little itens that |
forgot to hand out before we adjourn. | would like to ask
that we nove on to the next item

BUD VAN CLEVE: Co.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Agreed Order.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Briefly on the Agreed Order, what
we' re doing, what it contains.

Qur Agreed Order with Armmy, the big inportant things
init is that it includes nmeasures requiring either cleanup
and/or study of many areas as soon as possible. That includes
Demo Area 1, Landfill 4, pretty nuch total renoval of that
landfill, the source area; all the known small arns firing
range berns that have high concentrations of |ead, the high
concentrations of lead will be renoved, as well as
installation of nonitoring wells around the base boundary;
then wells inside of the base to deternmine if contamination is
movi ng of f base because the groundwater issue is such an
i mportant issue to all of you.

The rest of the Agreed Order also sets the schedul e
and describes the work to be perforned for cleanup of all the
known contami nated areas on the entire nilitary reservation
Canp Bonneville.

A couple folks that | work with stayed hone this
week to work with the Attorney Generals to finalize -- work on

finalizing the draft. Qur goal is to get it out next week to
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the Arny and to all of you in this roomto start review ng.
We're setting a 60-day clock for negotiations so it will be
finalized hopefully in August.

DAVWNE GARDI SKA: Di scussi ons, changes.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Negotiations with the Arny, receipt
of conmment.

ERIC WAEHLING 1'd like to enmphasize that the Arny
is doing work without the Agreed Order; that this is
formalizing decisions, relationships, interaction.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: That's a good point. The Arny is
novi ng forward independently with a |ot of work. Kind of
locks inon it pretty solid.

JERCEN KOK: Barry, do you think it would be hel pful
at maybe the next RAB neeting, once the Agreed Order is
rel eased, that you spend some tine wal king the RAB through the
Agreed Order --

BARRY ROGOWSBKI :  Sure.

JERCEN KOK: -- even briefly?

BARRY ROGOWSKI: Sure. |'d be nore than happy to do
t hat .

JERCEN KOK: I'Il throw that out as a potenti al

agenda item for next tine.
DON WASTLER: | have just one quick question.
BARRY ROGOWSKI :  Sure.

DON WASTLER: Al'l of these abbreviations that you' ve






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

84

been using, | was going to ask if there was sone index. | see
there is. In this panphlet that Eric handed out, | see there
is an index in there that covers nost of the abbreviations.
Are they in here? For exanple, if | review the m nutes of
tonight's neeting, | can refer to this to find out what the
abbrevi ations that you're using are?

KAREN KI NGSTON:  May | say something? |'mnmeking a
gl ossary of abbreviations and sone of the ternms that are
commonly used. Then | was just going to print it up and hand
it out to all of us.

DON WASTLER: That would be great.

KAREN KI NGSTON: So we could | ook themup. 1'm not
taking them from m nutes or anything like that, I'mactually
getting themoff of the sites.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Washington State MOTCA actually does
have a gl ossary of these acronynmns.

DON WASTLER: | was going to ask.

ERI C WAEHLI NG W coul d make a copy.

DON WASTLER: | just | ooked in here and there is a
contents with nost of the abbreviations.

ERI C WAEHLI NG We can make a copy of that.

DON WASTLER: | was going to ask if the
abbreviations you're using, if | can look themup and find
themin here.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes.
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DON WASTLER: That's all | was asking.

ERI C WAEHLI NG The acronyns are the sane.

Any ot her questions? W have one other issue. A
party from Clark County went back and tal ked with sone upper
managenment, if you will, with the Assistant Secretary of the
Arny for Installation Managenent, and Pete Capell was part of
that group with Clark County. He would like to share with
fol ks what happened.

PETE CAPELL: There was four of us from Clark County
that went back to Washington, D.C., |last week to neet with
folks that Eric mentioned. Long titles, hard to get them al
straight. But it was nyself; Commi ssioner Stanton; Bil
Baron, the County adm nistrator; and Bronson Potter, our |ega
counsel. The purpose of the trip was to talk to them about
the possibility of early transfer for the facility.

We received an extrenmely positive response. In
fact, essentially kind of the verbal go ahead. The
Undersecretary was very positive about it for a couple of
reasons. One is that the current adnministration is eager to
stream i ne things, and the sooner that they can transfer
surplus property, that leads to that goal. They're also
| ooking at a second BRAC list in 2005. |If they haven't
transferred a nunber of those properties off the first |ist,
that's going to be a harder sell when they take that to

Congr ess.






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

86

The advantage to us locally is several things. One
is that the funding for all of the renmediation that comes out
of the work that's currently taking place is uncertain, and
the schedule could be quite a long tine before the work's
conpleted, and the site could be avail able for public use
consistent with the reuse plan.

VWhereas with early transfer, one option is that
t hose noni es woul d be made avail able for the County to nove
forward with those corrective actions so it could be done in
an expedited process to conplete the work much sooner than
what we night see outside otherw se.

The other thing that was extrenely positive, | felt,
is, as Eric said, there's been a |ot of progress nade here
recently, but there's still sone work that needs to be done.
In order to do some of that work, sonme additional resources
are necessary.

We got her commitnent that they would put whatever
resources are necessary to make sure that this site
characterizati on work can be conpleted in a tinely manner
because the target that was established | ast week was to have
all of this work conpleted, the negotiations done, and have a
transfer in June of 'O03.

So it was a very positive neeting. W' re |ooking
forward to that.

| AN RAY: What are the chances of having a press






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

87

rel ease to what you have just told the RAB?

PETE CAPELL: Because of the active involvenment of
the RAB, I'msharing that information with you. But that was
verbal at this point. There are letters going back and forth.
I haven't specifically talked to the Comm ssi oner about the
timeline for doing that.

But my sense would be that they may want to wait

until we have sonething nore formal than just a verba

direction and verbal agreenent. | think that would be nore
prudent.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Does Cl ark County feel -- | know
there's a | ot of budget issues for parks. 1s this going to

create a problemin the transfer?

PETE CAPELL: No, because through CERCLA, the Arny
is responsible for cleaning it up. And with early transfer
it's essentially committing those dollars and appropriating
t hem t hrough how many years ultimately conmes out in the plan
So it doesn't end up being an additional cost to the County.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Even for legal? Wuld there have
to be a bunp-up in the allotted dollars to legal in order to
take care of this, to follow up, make sure CERCLA is foll owed?

PETE CAPELL: As | see it, no. | nean, those are
details that still need to be worked out. But the cost that
the County would incur to take on these things, nost of that

woul d be covered by the Arny.
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One of the other very nice benefits of this sort of
nmet hodol ogy to do this is that through that early transfer
agreenent, there can be noney set aside so that -- to insure
the risk associated with that. And it's not just, you know,
environnental hazard, but it's also cost overrun so that if we
all agree through all of the work that's done and all of the
i nvestigations, all of the cost estimtes, that it's going to
cost X dollars, there can be insurance that would, in case
it's 15 or 20 or 50 percent over that estinmate, that that
isn't something that the County woul d be caught hol ding the
bag.

And that also protects the Arny, too, because they
end up, through that agreenent, saying, "Okay, here is the
dol l ar amount,"” that's how nmuch they're going to spend. They
have a firm fixed cost. So it works for -- kind of protects
everyone's interest.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: So does that nean there's
going to be an ESCA drafted or is there already one drafted
for this?

PETE CAPELL: There will be one drafted, provided
that -- that's the direction that was agreed we wanted to
pursue. But the ESCA would not be able to be drafted unti
all of the work that we're tal king about today for ful
characterization is conpleted. Because what that does, it's

an agreenent that indicates what the renmediation is going to






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

89

be, how much it's going to cost, and those sorts of things.
So you can't do that wi thout the work that's being undertaken
ri ght now

CHRI STINE SUTHERLAND: | just need to clarify. So
in a year fromabout this nmonth, the County feels confident
that the Army will have a dollar amount figure that they can
put on this whole project that will clean it up, regardl ess of
di scovery that continues happeni ng?

PETE CAPELL: Well, | look at Eric because Eric
didn't have the privilege of attending that neeting, so maybe
a lot of brass that didn't have all the details were making
conmitnents on what Eric was going to do

ERI C WAEHLI NG Actually, the insurance el enent that
Pete just addressed woul d include contingencies such as
undi scovered sites. |If there is a dollar shortfall, ny
understanding is, I'mstill |earning about this nmyself, but mny
understanding is that the insurance el enment for cost overrun
could al so be designed to include that.

PETE CAPELL: Right.

ERI C WAEHLI NG But this neeting just took place

PETE CAPELL: Thursday.

ERIC WAEHLING It's a verbal discussion. W're
still sorting out where we're going. | have a pretty good
i dea what my objectives are now.

PETE CAPELL: And, like | say, | think the one rea
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great benefit is that we have the support of the Pentagon to
put the resources to get all of this prelimnary work done so
that the EE/ CA can be conmpl eted and the ESCA can be prepared,
which | think really helps Eric in getting his work conpl ete.

ERI C WAEHLING Critical elenent of this is that
both parties have to be happy with this agreement. W can't
make Clark County sign up to the agreenent, and Cl ark County
can't make the Arny sign up to this agreenent. |It's sonething
that we have to jointly decide is beneficial to all parties.
So if that answers your question somewhat.

PETE CAPELL: What we've done is we've agreed
verbally, and there needs to be that agreenent made in
writing, that we're going to jointly pursue that. But
ultimately at sone point for that June tineline, sonetine next
year that ESCA woul d need to be executed by all parties, and
then they start the paperwork to actually transfer the deed.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Does the RAB or the comrunity
have an i nput before the ESCA is finalized?

PETE CAPELL: Don't know that.

ERIC WAEHLING | don't know the process.

PETE CAPELL: Haven't discussed the process.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: | guess | am surprised
considering he just nentioned at the begi nning of next year
they're just going to start doing sonme of this work that was

pages and pages of work. That's why | am surprised of the
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June date.

ERI C WAEHLI NG The work |'m speaki ng of would be --
theoretically, when the early transfer occurs, if there's an
ESCA agreenent, what we nmean by ESCA is there's a sum of nopney
associated with the transfer to Clark County to the cl eanup
That work Clark County is doing instead of the Army. Mybe
m sunder st ood you.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Clark County, once you get a
dol l ar amobunt, Clark County will finish up that cleanup?

PETE CAPELL: That's certainly one of the scenari os.

ERI C WAEHLI NG So they woul d hire Parsons
Engi neering, |ike we have, or sone other conpany. They
potentially could do the work.

Remenber, this is still prelimnary. The discussion

to agree to pursue it has just occurred. W don't have a | ot

of details on either side -- on the Army's side. | can't
speak for the County. | don't know a whole | ot nore than that
ri ght now.

FRANK FUNK: |If the County got it, and they were to
finalize cleanup, would the government pay for that?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Yes

PETE CAPELL: Yes.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Are there any other questions for
Pete? We've run a half hour over our agenda tinme. | know

Christine has one quick --
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KAREN KI NGSTON:  Kar en.
ERI C WAEHLI NG Sorry, Karen.

KAREN KI NGSTON: This is about the | TRC It's the

Interstate Technol ogy Regul atory Council. |'mnot certain,
does -- | know nost people know what it is. | don't have ny
paperwork here to really describe it, but I think -- I"monly

tal king to maybe two people that don't know about the |ITRC?
Ckay, and Bud. To nmeke tinme go by faster, | can talk to you
about that just after the neeting.

This is a -- do you want to give them an overvi ew
real quick? 1'msorry.

NORRELL LANTZER: The ITRC is a state consortium 38
states belong to it. They all get together. They work
regul atory issues. They have DoD participation. They have
EPA participation. But it's run by the state regul ators.
Greg is a new nenber on our UXO group. |'m a menber

KAREN KINGSTON: | found out about it. So | was
| ooking into it because there's going to be sort of a basic
training conference type thing on UXO up in Seattle. |
noticed that they had an inclusion. |In fact, they were avidly
pronmoting the inclusion of RAB stakehol ders that were active
community inpacted peopl e and what not.

So, anyway, | had gotten ahold of Stacy ~ Kingsberry
and found out that we had a bit of problem that Stella

Bourassa went to the I TRC, signed up on behalf of this RAB
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and attended the conference in Boston. She received the
schol arship that they offer once a year type of thing to one
RAB menmber and one tribal nmenber from each RAB that pays for
airfare or gasoline, hotel and a governnment per diem for food,
and al so covers a waiver for the $500 registration fee into
the conference. She did so on behalf of the RAB, went to the
conference on behal f of us.

So | would like to add for next time possibly that

lan organizes a small group or sonething to include sonething

in the bylaws so this doesn't happen again. |'mactually not
getting after the fact that she did it. It was a |oophole.
I"ve | ooked through everything. | don't see anything that

says somebody can't do that.

I would Iike to have that not happen again. | was
| ooki ng at everything when | discovered it to bring it back to
the RAB to see if we wanted to send -- you know, have sonebody
represent us and what not.

So, anyway, getting ahold of Stacy ™ Kingsherry, |
believe she's the Western States coordi nator

NORRELL LANTZER: She is a contractor working for
I TRC, coordinating for the basic force.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  Anyway, she called ne, said that
they had | ooked into the situation, the fact that a nenber
fromFlorida had represented us, and the rest of us didn't

know anyt hi ng about it.
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So she very graciously - and if anybody hel ped this
out, | appreciate it - she very graciously has made an

al |l omance for us. She has invited three of our nmenbers to go

up to the Seattle conference. It's July 23rd and 24th of this
year. It's on UXO. The fee will be waived for the
registration. They'll also give the scholarship back to our

RAB and give gasoline. She's blocked out three hotel roons at
the conference site. There will be a governnent-all owed per
diem for food.

Possibly if maybe the community RAB could stay after
and then we -- she needs to know if we are going to -- maybe
not who we're going to send, but if we're going to send three
or not, you know, for the roomavailability, so she can keep
that open for other people.

So | just wanted to report to you that |'m so happy
that we've at |east -- whether we send anybody or not, we've
at | east been opened back up to be able to go to this and have
a representative fromour group here, you know, with
everybody' s bl essi ng.

ERI C WAEHLI NG You may be interested to know t hat
M. Lantzer is one of the instructors for that class.

NORRELL LANTZER: Yes, | am There's two courses
out there. The basic course is being done by ITRC. The
advanced one is being done by EPA. Greg has been to the

advanced course. Barry has been to the advanced course.
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Sean, you've been to the advanced course. Sone people have
gone to both courses.

But again the basic course has been designed for RAB
menbers, tribal nenbers, or sonebody who is newto this
busi ness.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  UXO for Dunm es?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Significant elenents of this class
is what we're applying at Bonneville.

NORRELL LANTZER: Really the difference between the
two is we spend -- the basic course we spend three hours on
site investigation, | teach. In the advanced course, | spend
nine hours and | nmake you do stuff.

KAREN KI NGSTON: Stacy said the interaction and the
exchange of ideas, especially in the case of the conmunity RAB
menbers being able to talk to each other, being there in one
venue, being able to discuss our site problens that we fee
with other RAB nenmbers from other places that maybe have
simlar or the sane characterization probl ens.

NORRELL LANTZER: During the case study portions,
the interaction that we see, because we normally get 80 to 90
people in the | TRC course, we have 50 in the EPA course, the
interactions with the DoD guys, the state guys, the | oca
guys.

ERIC WAEHLING | don't want to cut this off short

We are 35 minutes over our agenda. |If you want to talk to
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Norrell more about this, |I'msure he'd be happy to.
KAREN KI NGSTON: | have one | ast question. Have you
al | decided whether or not you'll allow a community RAB nenber

into the BCT?

ERI C WAEHLI NG Do we want to have that discussion
now?

KAREN KI NGSTON:  If you want to tell us later. |
just want to know if you tal ked about it.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: | think we haven't decided it yet.
We'd like to discuss it sonetinme at nmuch nore | ength.

ERIC WAEHLING. In the future, right.

FRANK FUNK: He tal ked about the bylaws. It's
already in the bylaws. |It's under Section 9, second
par agraph. "RAB nenbers may not speak for the RAB as a whol e.
The RAB is a non-(inaudible) building body but can only speak
as individuals or a spokesperson for the group.”

Stella was not elected as a representative, the
person to go, so she was there in error. If we want to send
three people up there, this body could elect to do that under
E of Section 9.

KAREN KI NGSTON:  Ckay.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: There you go.

ERI C WAEHLI NG Thank you.

BARRY ROGOWSKI :  Good neeti ng.

ERI C WAEHLI NG  One quick thing. | have the
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prelimnary results fromall four sanplings of the well up at
Landfill 4, to include the ones that included the three
drinking water wells on Canp Bonneville. They're available to
you here. | have additional copies of the RAB bylaws with the
si gnature page on the back, if you want that. | also have
copies of the disc, 10 copies of the disc, available to you,

which Geg was using. All that remains is when you want to

meet next.

BRUCE OVERBAY: August.

JERCEN KOK:  July.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND:  July.

VALERI E LANE: |Is there enough for July?

KAREN KI NGSTON: Wbul dn't you know the BCT situation
by July?

ERI C WAEHLI NG We can discuss the BCT situation in
July.

JEROEN KOK: Agreed Order will be issued.

ERIC WAEHLI NG That will be nost |ikely issued by
t hen.

| AN RAY: WIIl there be notes fromthe BCT from May
and June?

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Can | ask that we get the
verbati m notes, of the BCT notes?
ERI C WAEHLI NG They're just neeting notes. They're

not court recorded transcripts.
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CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: W got two types |ast nonth,
and one was --

ERI C WAEHLI NG The BCT asks the note taker to
abbreviate and not try to get verbatim but just to docunent
deci sions that were made. You get the sane thing we get, the
only notes that are generated.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Why is there such a
di fference between the first notes and the second?

ERI C WAEHLI NG The first notes she was attenpting
to -- she was trying to docunment the neeting as if she was a
court reporter. That was not the intent. The neeting minutes
are to allow the BCT to refer to themto docunent the
hi ghlights of the neeting and decisions, agreenents that were
made.

CHRI STI NE SUTHERLAND: Can you request that she goes
back to her old ways?

ERIC WAEHLING We won't do that.

BARRY ROGOWSKI: We tal ked about that. The thing

was, we had three nmeetings, and | think | got |ike 85 pages of

neeting mnutes. It's |like can you review and approve of al
these -- I"'mlike 85 pages. | don't have tinme to read 85
pages.

ERI C WAEHLI NG And they weren't useful. Their
intent is so we can refer back to what was -- the highlights

of the next neeting.
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BARRY ROGOWSKI: | want to capture the nmin,
i mportant stuff.

FRANK FUNK: W I | you have enough material for us to
have a productive neeting in July?

ERI C WAEHLI NG | think we've covered what we have
in July that we know of to date.

FRANK FUNK: We'd just be doing over what we've
al ready done today?

ERI C WAEHLI NG We'd have the draft Agreed Order
that we could go through with you. W will have the
di scussi on about the BCT neeting, public participation in the
BCT neetings. \What el se?

JERCEN KOK: We'll have the CSMwith the neeting
m nutes so we'll have an opportunity to go through that and
then maybe ask Greg any questions.

ERI C WAEHLI NG You' Il have had a chance to review
sone of the documents. ['Il provide copies.

FRANK FUNK: You'd have enough material for us to
have a productive neeting?

ERIC WAEHLING That's up to you guys. |I'mtelling
you what we have avail able. You deci de whether you want to
meet .

BARRY ROGOWSKI: We may think of something el se
bet ween now and then, too.

ERIC WAEHLING |I'msure we will.
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FRANK FUNK: Make a motion for July.

ERI C WAEHLI NG What date woul d that be?

JERCEN KOK: July 10, second Wednesday in July.

ERIC WAEHLING It would be the second Wednesday of
t he nont h.

JERCEN KOK: | make a notion we have the next
neeting for the RAB July 10, 7:00.

BUD VAN CLEVE: Seconded.

ERIC WAEHLING All in favor? The next neeting will
be then.

(Meeting adjourned.)






